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Rules and Regulations

Title 7—AGRICULTURE

Chapter —Consumer and Marketing
Service (Standards, Inspections,

=~ Marketing Practices), Department of
Agriculture

PART 44—STANDARDS FOR SUGAR
AND SUGARCANE PRODUCTS

PART 52-—PROCESSED FRUITS AND
VEGETABLES, PROCESSED PROD-
UCTS THEREOF, AND CERTAIN
OTHER PROCESSED .FOOD PROD-
Ucrts -

Subpari—U.S. Standards for Grades
of Refiners’ Sirup 1*

Delete §§44.41 to 44.46 inclusive of
Part 44 which were codified in the Code
of Federal Regulations of 1953 (7 CFR
Parts 1-50) and transfer to Part 52, re-
numbering sections and references as
hereinafter set forth: .

Subpart—U.S. Standards for Gradas of
Refiners® Siryp 12

- GENERAL
Sec.
52,6041 Definition.
GRADES

52,6042 Grades of refiners’ sirup.
52,6043 Grade specifications.

DETERMINATION OF FACTORS
52.6044 Quantitative determination of fac-

tors.

52.6045 Preparatlon of basic solutions and
RS1color standards.

52.6046 Use of RS color standards In de-
termining color factor.

AvuTHORITY: The provisions of this subpart
issued under sec. 205, 60 Stat. 1090; 7 U.S.C.
1624.

(GGENERAL
§ 52.6041 Definition.

“Refiners’ sirup” means & liquid prod-
uct obtained from the refining of cane or
beet sugar. The total soluble nonsugar
solids content of refiners’ sirup exceeds
6 percent of the total soluble solids. ANl
of the sirup constituents have been sub-
jected to the processes of clarification
and decolorization, or equivalent purifi~
cation, and it may be partially or wholly
inverted.

12 Compliance with the provislons of this
standard shall not excuse fallure to comply
with the provisions of the Federal F¥ood,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (or with applicable
State laws and regulations).

1“RS” is an abbreviation for “refiners'
sirup™, .

GRADES
§ 52.6042 Grades for refiners’ sirup.

‘The grades for refiners’ sirup are des-
irmated as follows:
(a) “U.S. Fancy” or “U.S. Grade A”

than 86 percent; which has a ratio of
sulfated ash to Brix solids of not more
than 6 percent; and which possessss a
;:\;)lm-2 no darker than RS Color Standard
0. 2.
(¢) U.S.Extra Standard or U.S. Grade

Refiners’ Sirup. " S
() “U.S, Cholce” or “US. Grade B” gryn whivh poses o Bavor chaeasios
Refiners’ Sirup. istic of refiners’ sirup of standard qual-

(c) “U.S, Extra Standard” or “U.S.
Grade C"” Refiners' Sirup.

(d) “U.S. Standard” or **U.S. Grade
D” Refiners' Sirup.

(e) “U.S.Substandard” or “U.S. Grade
E" Refiners’ Sirup.

§ 52.6043 Grade specifications.

Specifications for each grade of re-
finers' sirup are as follows:

(a) U.S. Fancy or U.S. Grade A Re-
finers’ Sirup consists of refiners’ sirup
which possesses a flavor characteristic
of refiners’ sirup of fancy quality; which
contains no sediment; which is free of
foreign matter; which has a Brix solids
content of not less than 72 percent when
corrected to 20° C. (68° F.); which has
a ratio of total supars (sucrose plus re-
ducing sugars) to Brix sollds of not less
than 92 percent; which has a ratio of
sulfated ash to Brix solids of not more
than 3.0 percent; and which possesses o
color no darker than RS Color Standard
No. 1.

(b) U.S. Choice or U.S. Grade B Re-
finers’ Sirup consists of refiners’' sirup
which possesses a flavor characteristic of
refiners’ sirup of cholce quality; which
contains no sediment; which is free of
foreign matter; which has o Brix sollds
content of not less than %72 percent when
corrected to 20° C. (68° F.); which hasa
ratio of total sugars (sucrose plus re-
ducing sugars) to Brix solids of not less

ity; which contains no excess of sedi-
ment; which is practically free of foreicn
matter; which has a Brix solids content
of not less than 76 percent when cor-
rected to 20° C. (63° F.); which has a
ratio of total suzars (sucrose plus reduc-
Ing sugars) to Brix solids of not lezs than
18 percent; which has a ratio of sulfated
ash to Brix solids of not more than 10
percent; and which possesses a color no
darker than RS Color Sta.nda.rd No. 3.

(d) US. Standard or US. Grade D
Refiners’ Sirup consists of refiners” sirup
which possesses a flavor characteristic
of refiners’ sirup of standard quality;
which contains no excess of sediment;
which Is practically free of foreign mat-
ter; which has a Brix solids confent of
not lezs thon 76 percent when correcied
to 20° C. (68° ¥.}; which has a ratio of
total sugars (sucrose plus reducing sug-
ars) to Brix solids of not less than 70
percent; and which has a ratio of sul-
{ated ash to Brix solids of not more than
14 percent.

(e) U.S. Substandard or U.S. Grade
E Refiners’ Sirup consists of refiners’
sirup that fails to meet the specifications
for U.S. Standard Refiners’ Sirup.

() Table of specifications for grades.
The specifications for the designafed
grades of refiners’ sirup are set forth in
summaory form in Table I of this para-
graph.

TADLE I=TADLE 67 SPECIFICATIONT FO2 GRADLS

! Grodos and cpecifieatons z
Facters
U.S. Fagey er US. | U.8, Cholooer U8 | UB.Extraltd. cz U.8. Stand-rd cx
Grado A reflnors’ Gredo B refiners’ T.8. Grzda Cre- TS Grd« Drp-
slrup grup firzes® <rup ficezy clrop
Brix solk(ls &ggctcd to Not o3 than 72 rozecnt Not I:o3 than 706 perecnt
Buuo of total Notless than (2 Notloosthan €3 Notlzsthan 73 Not e than 70
(suercsa tglus r\dn‘%idnig poresnt. porecot. porecant. pezcent.
gam S 3
B%tl{& of mmd&!cd osh Not m«;rto' than 3 Net mgzg than € Nt mc:'e than 10 Nt mere than 14
3 o ton ] ecn! czecnt. feroent,
Co!or..? ........... Nc‘? dorker than RS Ngcézkcr than BS Ng d;:kzr thzn RS | Mo coloz Hmit.
Coler Standcrd Coler Standoed Colir Stonlerd
No. 1. No.2, Neo.3.

(g) Tolerances for certification of ofil-
clally drawn samples. When certifying
samples that have been officially drawn
and which represent a specific lot of
refiners' sirup, the grade for such lot
will be determined by averaging the fac-~
tors of all the samples representing the

lot: Provided, That not more than 1; of
such samples fail to meet the require-
ments of the grade specifications set
forth in Table I: And further provided,
‘That each of the samples which repre-
sent a specific 1ot of refiners’ sirup meet
the lmiting specifications set forth in
Table XI of this paragroph.
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TABLE II—TABLE OF LIMITING SPECIFICATIONS FOR REFINERS' SIRUP

Grades and specifications
Faclors
U.8. Fancy or U.8. | U.8. Choico or U.S. | U.8. Extra Standard| U.8. Standard cr
QGrade A refiners’ Grade B refiners’ or U.8. Grade Cre-{ 1U.S. Grade D re-
sirup sirup finers’ sirup finers’ sirup
Ratlo of total sugars Not less than 91 Not less than 85 Not less than 77 Not less than 69
(sucrose plus reducing peroent. peroent. percent. percent.
sugers) to Brix solids.
Ratio of sulfated ash to | Not more than 3.5 | Not more than 6.5 | Not more than 11 Not more than 15
Brix solids. percent. percent. Bereent. percent.
OlOF s e e inmaaan No darker than RS | No darker than RS arker than RS Color Standard No. 3.
I(éolor Standard golog Standard
0.2. 0.3,

DETERMINATION OF FACTORS

§ 52.6044 Quantitative determination of
factors.

Quantitative determination of the re-
spective factors other than color is made
by the methods set forth in this section
for the respective factors:*

(a) Briz solids. By Brix hydrometer,
correcting to 20° C. (68° F.), using the
double dilution method.

(b) Total sugars—(1) Sucrose. By
the chemical method, using invertase as
the Inverting sgent; the Lane-Eynon
volumetric method for reducing sugars
before and after inversion; or by Jack-
son-Gillis double polarization method
number IV,

(2) Reducing sugar. By the Lane-
Eynon volumetric method, or by the
Munson-Wealker gravimetric method.

(¢) Sulfated ash. By the sulfation
method, with no deduction.

§ 52,6045 Preparation of basic solutions
and RS color standards.

Chemicals of reagent grade, at room
temperature, are used in the preparation
of the solutions described in this section.

(a) Preparation of basic solutions—
(1) Solution A. Dissolve 10 grams of
CuCl+2H,0 in g sufficient quantity of 10
percent hydrochloric acid solution to
make 100 milliliters.

(2) Solution B. Dissolve 50 grams of
CoCls-6H.O in a sufficient quantity of 10
percent hydrochloric acid solution to
make 500 milliliters.

(3) Solution C. Dissolve 50 grams of
FeCl;-6H.O in a sufficient quantity of 10
percent hydrochloric acid solution to
make 500 milliliters.

(4) RS stock solution. Mix 50 milli-
liters of Solution A and 485 milliliters of
Solution B with 465 milliliters of Solu-
tion C.

(b) Preparation of RS color stand-
ards—(1) RS Color Standard No. 1.

2 These methods are described in Officlal
Methods of Analysis of the Association of
Official Agricultural Chemists, Seventh Edi-
tion, 1950, except the Jackson-Gillis double
polarization method number IV is described
in Circular C440, Nai. Bur. Standards, May
1942, or in the Sugar Analysls, by Browne
and Zerban, 8d Edition, 1948, John Wiley &
Sons, Inc.

3 Ten percent hydrochloric acid solution is
prepared by dlluting 242.6 milliliters of re-
agent grade hydrochloric acld to one liter.

Dilute 10 milliliters of the RS stock solu-
tion to 100 milliliters with 10 percent
hydrochloric acid solution.

(2) RS Color Standard No. 2. Dilute
18 milliliters of the RS stock solution to
100 milliliters with 10 percent hydro-
chloric acid solution.

(3) RS Color Standard No. 3. Dilute
50 milliliters of RS stock solution to 100
milliliters with 10 percent hydrochloric
acid solution.

§ 52.6046 Use of RS color standards in
determining color factor.

(a) Containers required. The con-
tainers needed to perform the visual
color comparison test set forth in para-
graph (c¢) of this section are:

(1) A container for a sample of re-
finers’ sirup for which the color factor
is to be determined (such container here-
inafter called “sample container”); and

(2) Containers for the respective RS
color standards.

(b) Description of containers. The
sample container is made of colorless
and transparent glass or plastic mate-
rial and is of such shape and construc-
tion as to provide a flaf Y5-Inch thickness
of the sample to be viewed. The con-
tainer for each RS color standard is a
colorless and transparent 2-ounce French
square water sample bottle having out-
side base dimensions of 1744 inches by
174¢ inches.

(¢) Visual comparison test. A sam-
ple of refiners’ sirup is compared in the
following manner with the RS color
standards to determine whether the
sample is darker than one or more of
such color standards:

(1) Place each of the RS Color Stand-
ards Nos. 1, 2, and 3 in separate 2-ounce
French square water sample bottles;

(2) Place a sample of ‘the refiners’
sirup in a sample container; and

(3) In order to determine whether the
sample is darker than one or more of
the RS color standards, visually com-
pare the sample with each of the color
standards by looking through them at a
Hght-colored background in diffuse light.
The sample is viewed through its ¥s~inch
thickness; and each RS color standard
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is viewed at right angles to one of the
sides of its container.

Dated: June 8, 1967.

G. R. GrANGE,
Deputy Administrator,
Marketing Services.

[FR. Doc. 67-6715; Filed, June 14, 1067;
8:47 a.m.]

PART 61~—COTTONSEED SOLD OR OF-
FERED FOR SALE FOR CRUSHING
PURPOSES (INSPECTION, SAM-
PLING AND CERTIFICATION)

Subpart A-—Regulations

FEE ror CERTIFICATES 'To Br Pamp BY
LICENSEE TO SERVICE

Statement of considerations. The cost
of administering regulations contained
in 7 CFR Part 61 have increased materi-
ally since the last adjustment in the fee
charged licensed cottonseed chemists for
each certificate of the grade of cotton-
seed issued by them. Consequently, it s
necessary to increase this fee from 30
cents to 40 cents for each certificate.

Notice of proposed rule making, publio
procedure thereon, and the postponc-
ment of the effective date of this amend-
ment later than July 1, 1967 (5 U.8.C.
553) are impracticable, unnecessary, and
contrary to the public interest In that
(1) the fee set forth herein is necessary
to more nearly cover the administration
of the regulations in 7 CFR Part 61; (2)
it is imperative that the increase in fee
become effective in time to meet such In-
creased costs; and (3) additional time
is not required by licensed cottonseed
chemists to comply with this amendment,

Therefore, pursuant to authority con-
tained in the Agricultural Marketing Act
of 1946, as amended (60 Stat. 1087; 7
U.S.C. 1621 et seq.> the first sentence in
§ 61.45 is revised. As amended, § 61.45
reads as follows:

§ 61.45 Fee for certificates to be paid by
licensee to Service.

To cover in part the cost of adminis-
tering the regulations in this part each
licensed cottonseed chemist shall pay to
the Service 40 cents for each certificate
of the grade of cottonseed issued by him,
Upon receipt of a2 statement from the
Service each month showing the number
of certificates issued by the licensee, such
licensee will forward the approprinte
remittance in the form of a check, draft,
or money order payable to the “Con-
sumer and Marketing Service, USDA”

(Sec. 205, 60 Stat. 1090, as amended; 7 U.8.C\
1624)

Effective date. This amendment shall
become effective July 1, 1967.

Dated: June 12, 1967.

G, R. GRANGE,
Deputy Administrator,
Marketing Services.

[FR. Doc. 67-6741; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:40 a.m.]

15, 1967



Chapter VIl—Agricultural Stabiliza-
tion and Conservation Service {(Agri-
cultural Adjustment), Department of
Agriculture

SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS
AND ACREAGE ALLOTHENTS

[Amdt. 9]
PART 728—WHEAT

Subpart—Regulations Pertaining to
Acreage Allotments, Yields, Wheat
Diversion and Wheat Certificate
Programs for the Crop Years 1966
Through 1969

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDIENTS

The Regulations Pertaining to Acreage
Allotments, Yields, Wheat Diversion, and
‘Wheat Certificate Programs for the Crop
Years 1966 Through 1969, 31 F.R. 8758,
as amended, are further amended as fol-
lows: -

§728.316 [Amended]

1. Section 728.316 Is amended by in-
serting “(a) ” immediately before the text
and adding & new paragraph (b) as
follows:

(b) The allotment determined for any
farm under paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion may be reduced for the current year
if the sum of the feed grain base, total
allotments, and sugar proportionate
shares exceeds the cropland for the farm
for the current year and the farm opera-
tor requests in writing to reduce the
wheat allotment in lieu of the feed grain
base: Provided, That such reduction
shall not exceed the acreage by which
the sum of the feed grain base, total
allotments, and sugar proportionate
_ shares exceeds the cropland for the farm:
Provided further, That such reduction
shall be effective for the current year
only. For purposes of establishing future
State, county, and farm acreage allot-
ments, the acreage not planted to wheat
because of a reduction in the farm allot-
ment made pursuant to this paragraph
shall be regarded as having been planted
to wheat. )

2. Section 728.317(b) (6) is amended
o read as follows:

§ 728.317 Determination of preliminary
allotments for new farms for 1967
and subsequent crops.
£ ¥ -3 * &

(b) * % %

- (6) The applicant has at least 2 years’
experience producing wheat during the
last 5 years: Provided, That the number
of years which may be used in determin-~
ing whether the applicant has at least 2
years’ experience may be increased from
5 years by the number of years in which
the applicant could not grow wheat be-
cause the permitted acreage of noncon-
serving crops was zero on all farms in
which the applicant had an interest.

* * = © x

§ 728.323 [Amended]

3. Section 728.323 is amended by in-
serting after the word “determinations”

RULES AND REGULATIONS

in the first centence thereof the followr-
ing: ¢, including any revision of the farm
acreage allotment,”,

§728.502 [Amecended]

4, Section 728.502(2) (2) is amended
by adding at the end thereof the follovr-
Ing new sentence: “Notwithstanding any
other provisions of this section, wheat
acreage which is determined by the coun-
1y committee to have bheen planted in an
unworkmanlike manner or is not cared
for with the expectation of preducing a
normal crop under usual conditions and
is planted solely for the purpose of re-
ceiving marketing certificates shall not
be counted as planted acreare.”

§ 728.505 [Amended]

5. Section 728.505(e) is amended by
inserting at the end of the first sentence
thereof the following new centence:
“Each such bond must be executed by &
corporate surety licensed to do business
in the State in which the farm is situated
and listed by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury of the United States as an aceeptable
surety on bonds to the United States.”
(Secs. 334, 339(g), 875(b), 379); L2 Stat. 63,
as amended, €6, 76 Stat. 624, 76 Stat, 30; 7
T.5.C. 1334, 1339(g), 1375(b), 1879))

Effective date: Upon publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

Srllgned at Washington, D.C,, on June 8,
1967.

. E. A. JAEREE,
Acting Administrator, Agricul-
tural Stabilization and Con-
servation Service.
[FR. Doc, 67-6706; Filed, June 14, 1807;
8:468 aan.]

SUBCHAPTER C—-SPECIAL PROGRANMS
[Amdt. 7]

PART 751—LAND USE ADJUSTMENT
PROGRAM

Subpart—1963 Cropland Conversion
Program

NONDISCRIZANIATION

The regulations governing the 1863
Cropland Conversion Program, 28 F.R.
1206, are hereby amended by adding a
new §'751.50 t¢ read as follows:

§ 751.50 Nondiscrimination.

The regulations governing nondiserim-
ination in Federally assisted programs of
the Department of Agriculture, Part 15
of this title, as amended, shall be appli-
cable to the 1963 Cropland Conversion
Program.

(Sec. 16(¢), 76 Stat. €06, 16 U.S.C. 530p(e) )

Effective date: Upon publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

Signed at Washington, D.C., on June 8,

1967,
E. A. JARUED,
Acting, Administrator, Agricul-
tural Stabilization and Con-
servation Service.

[FR. Doc. 67-6707; Filed, June 14, 1867;
8:46 am.]
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Chapter Vill—Agricultural Stabiliza-
tion and Conservation Service
(Sugar), Depariment of Agriculfure

SUBCHAPTER E—SUGAR REQUIREMENTS
AND QUOTAS

[Sugar Regz. 811, Amdt. 8]

PART 811—CONTINENTAL SUGAR RE-
QUIREMENTS AND AREA QUOTAS

Requirements and Quotas for 1967

Besis and purpose and statement of
bases end considerations. The purpase of
this amendment to Sugar Regulation
811 (31 F.R. 15581, as amended), is to
revise the determination of sugar re-
quirements for the calendar year 1957
and to establish quotas, prorations, and
direct-consumption limifs thereof con-
sistent with such requirements pursuant
to the Sugar Act of 1948, as amendzd
(61 Stat. 922, as amended), hereinaftzr
referred to as the “Act”.

Section 201 of the Act directs the
Secretary to revise the determination of
sugar requirements at such times during
the calendar year as he deems necessary.

So far this year, distribution of sugar
has been running at about the same rate
as last year when the final reguirements
determination amounted to 10,375,000
tons. The geasonal period of heavy
demand is now at hand and sugar re-
finers are making commitments for their
summer needs. On gccasion this year,
there have bzen temporary difficulties
in arranging prompt ccean transporta-
tion. This action will facilifate th=
orderly planning for and movemsnt of
suzar. Also, In the development of this
amendment, consideration has been
given to the desirability of obtfaining
{alrly stable sugar prices that will carry
out the price objectives set forth in
cection 201 of the Act.

Accordinaly, total sugar requirements
for the calendar year 1867 are hereby in-
creased by 200,000 short tons, raw value,
to 10,600,000 short tons, raw value,

By virtue of the authority vested in the
Secretary of Agriculture by the Act, Part
811 of this chapter is hereby amended by
amending §§ 811.50, 811.51, and 811.53 25
follows:

1. Section 811.50 is amended to read as
follows:

§ 811.50 Sugar requirements, 1967.

The amount of sugar needed to meet
the requirements of consumers in the
continental United States for the cal-
endar year 1967 is hereby determined to
be 10,600,000 short tons, raw valua.

2. Section 81151 is amended by
amending paragraph (2)(1) to read as
follows:

§ 811.51 Quotas for domestic areas.

(2) (1) For the calendar year 1967
domestic area quotas limiting the quan-
titles of suzar which may be brouzht into
or marketed for consumption in the con-
tinental United States are established,
pursuant to section 202(2) of the Act, In
Column (1) and the amounts of such
quotas for offshore areas thaft may be
filled by direct-consumption sugar are
established, pursuant to section 207 of
the Act, in Column (2) as follows:

15, 1967
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3. Section 81153 Is amended by

Direct- amending paragraph (c) to read as
Area Quotas | consumption  £6)1gws:
§ 811.53 Quotas for foreign countries.
(1) (2) * * * 3 L ]
(8hort tons, raw value) (¢) For the calendar year 1967, the
Domestic beet suger.......{ 3,120,338 ® i idual
D e s Tisteer 3 pro::a.tions or allocations to indivi
Hawall ..o.oooman- . 1.222.543 35,'&% foreign countries other than the Repub-
Buerto Rloo o--emmemmf - 0000 189,00 1ic of the Philippines pursuant to section
202(e) (3) and (4), section 202(d) and
1 No Umit paragraph (a) of section 204 of the Act
. . . . . are as follows:
Temporary Deficit
quotgs? and | prorations Total
Countries Baslc quotas | prorations and quotas and
pursuant to | allocation prorations
sec. 202(d)
(Sbort tons, raw value)
MOZI00. ... oeeoesprcmemesemn e e emnemenenmsannnene 216, 910 229, 544 2, 508 503, 962
Dominican Republic..... [, 212, 140 224, 4 166,134 602, 771
Bragil....... 212, 140 224, 493 61,134 497,767
, 179, 061 48,761 029
84, 744 73,454 22,502 180, 700
30, 867 32, 664 8,805 72,426
26, 658 23,106 7,078 Bi, 842
26, 097 27,618 7,520 61,233
24 974 26,433 7,198 5K, 605
24,974 , 433 7,198 . 805
2, 449 23,756 6,460 52,674
21, 046 22,216 6, 065 49, 387
15,714 16, 628 4,528 30,870
15, 434 16,335 4,448 36,217
11,786 12,472 3,306 27, 654
0, 663 11, 284 3,073 25,020
6,173 5,352 1,639 13, 164
2,525 672 728 5,925
2, 525 £ 908
101, 019 185, 019
42,001 78,341
40,408 75, 208
29,745 55, 351
22,163 41,280
9,260 17,235
9,260 17,235
4770 08 8,878
3,648 , 142 €,790
5,351 0 5,351
1, 404, 746 1, 406, 601 430, 000 3,241,437

1 Proration of the quotas withheld from Cuba and Southern Rhodesia.

(Secs. 201, 202, 207, and 408; 61 Stat. 923,
as amended, 924 as amended, 927 as amended
and 932 as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1111, 1112,
1117, and 1153)

Effective date. This action increases
quotas for the calendar year 1967 by
200,000 tons. In order to promote orderly
marketing, it is essentisl that all persons
selling and purchasing sugar for con-
sumption in the continental United
States be able as soon as possible to make
plans based on changes in the marketing
opportunities. Therefore, it is hereby de-
termined and found that compliance
with the notice, procedure and 30-day
effective date requirements in 5 U.S.C.
553 is unnecessary, impracticable, and
contrary to the public interest and this
amendment shall become eflective when
filed for public inspection in the Office
of the Federal Register.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 9th
day of June 1967.

ORVILLE L, FREEMAN.
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 67-6679; Filed June 9, 1967;
4:565 pam.]

Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit Cor-
poration, Department of Agriculture

SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES, AND
OTHER OPERATIONS

[CCC Grain Price Support Regs., 1966 and
Suhsequent Crops, Flaxseed Supp., Amdt. 1]

PART 1421—GRAINS AND SIMILARLY
HANDLED COMMODITIES

Subpari—1966 and Subsequent
Crops, Flaxseed Loan and Purchase
Program

SUPPORT RATES

The regulations issued by the Com-
modity Credit Corporation published in
31 F.R. 8003, containing provisions for
price support loans and purchases ap-
plicable to the 1966 and subsequent crops
of flaxseed are amended as follows:

In § 1421.3060, subdivision (iil) of sub-
paragraph (1) and subparagraph (2) of
paragraph (a) are amended to provide
a reduction in the amount to be de-
ducted from the loan rate for flaxseed
received by truck at ferminal markets
with respect to the 1967 and subsequent
crops of flaxseed. The amended sub-
division and subparagraph read as
follows:
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§ 1421.3060 Support rates.

- . * L] *

(a) Support rates for flaxseed in up-
proved warehouse storage al designated
terminal markets—(1) Minneapolis and
St. Paul, Minn. * * *

(ili) The support rate for flaxsced
received by truck and stored at elther of
these terminal markets shall be deter-
mined by deducting from the applicable
terminal support rate an amount equal
to 4.5 cents per bushel with respect to
1966-crop flaxseed and 4.25 cents per
bushel with respect to the 1967 and sub-
sequent crops of flaxseed, plus the actual
amount of paid-in freight required fo
guarantee the bproportional outbotind
rate from the terminal market to a
recognized market determined by the
appropriate ASCS commodity office.

(2) Port terminal markets. In deter-
mining the support rate for flaxseed
shipped by rail or water and stored at
any of the port terminsl markets speci-
fied in this subparagraph, there shrll he
deducted from the applicable terminal
support rate, the transportation cost, if
any may be incurred, as determined by
the appropriate ASCS commodity offlce,
for moving the flaxseed to a tidewater
facility located within the switching
limits of the terminal market to which
it was delivered. In determining the sup-
port rate for flaxseed delivered by fruck
to such terminal markets, there shall
also be deducted from the terminal rate
an amount equal to 4.5 cents per bushel
with respect to 1966-crop flaxseed and
4.25 cents per bushel with respect to the
1967 and subsequent crops of flaxsced.
'The port terminal markets are:

Los Angeles and San Francisco, Calif.
Duluth, Minn.

Superior, Wis.

Corpus Christi and Houston, Tex.

* - * L 3 L ]
(Sec. 4, 62 Stat. 1070, as amended; sec. 5, 62
Stat. 1073; secs. 301, 401, 63 Stat, 1064; 15
U.S.C. T14 b and ¢, 7 U.S.C. 1447, 1421)

Effective date: Upon publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

Signed at Washington, D.C.,, on June
8, 1967.

E. A. JAINKE,
Acting Executive Vice President,
Commodity Credit Corporation.

[FR. Doc. 67-6740; Filed, June 14, 1067;
8:49 aan. )

Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING

Chapter Jll—Federal Deposit
Insurance Corporation
SUBCHAPTER B—REGULATIONS AND STATE-
MENTS OF GENERAL POLICY
PART 329—PAYMENT OF DEPOSITS
AND INTEREST THEREON BY IN-

SURED NONMEMBER BANKS

Mutual Savings Banks in Alaska

Effective July 1, 1967, paragraph (e)
of §329.7 of the rules and regulations
of the Federal Deposit Insurance Corpo-

15, 1967



ration (12 CFR 320.7) is amended to read

as follows:

§329.7 Maximum. rates of interest or
dividends payable on deposits by in-
sured nonmember mutual savings

banks.
* * * = -

(&) Banks in Alaska. Notwithstand-
ing paragraph (b) of this section, any
insured nonmember mutual savings bank
located in the State of Alaska may pay
for any time on or after QOctober 1, 1966,
and prior to July 1, 1967, a rate of in-
terest or dividends not in excess of 514
percent per annum on any deposit, and
for aby time on or after October 1, 1966,
may continue to pay a higher rate of
interest or dividends in accordance with
any time certificate of deposit, savings
certificate, or similar certificate issued
by the bank prior to September 22, 1966,
requiring maintenance of the deposit for
a stated period or making the rate of in-
terest or dividends dependent thereon,
and on any renewals or extensions of
such certificates on the same terms and
conditions. For the purposes of para-
graphs (¢) and (@) of this section, the
applicable maximum rate for any time
prior to July 1, 1967, for any such bank
located in the State of Alaska is that
prescribed by this paragraph.

The purpose of this amendment is to
reduce from 5% to 5 percent per annum
the maximum rate of interest or divi-
dends which insured nonmember mutual
savings banks in the State of Alaska may
pay on deposits. The amendment will
place the insured nonmember mutual
savings banks in Alaska on the same
basis generally as insured nonmember
mutual savings banks in other States,
which have been subject to a 5 percent
maximum rate since October 1, 1966. An
existing “grandfather clause’” which per-
mits the Alaska banks to pay higher rates
on certain certificates evidencing funds
deposited prior to September 22, 1966,
will remain in effect.

There was no notice and public par-
ticipation with respect to this amend-
ment, nor is the effective date thereof
deferred with prior publication, as the
Board of Directors has found pursuant
to § 302.6 of the Corporation’s rules and
regulations (12 CFR 302.6) that, under
the circumstances, such procedure would
cause delay and would prevent the action
from becoming effective as promptly as
necessary in the public interest.

(Sec. 9, 64 Stat. 881; 12 U.S.C. 1819)
¥FEDERAYL. DEPOSIT INSURANCE

CORPORATION,
[sear] LovuiseE R. Dero,
- Acting Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 67-6717; Filed, June 14, 196T;
8:47 aam.]
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Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Adminis-
fration, Department of Transporta-
tion

[Docket No. 67-DA-53; Amdt, 39-432]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Martin Type Aircraft

Amendment 39-230, AD 66-12-1, re-
quires a visual and X-ray inspection at
intervals of 350 and 2,500 hours respec-
tively of the engine mount tubular mem-
ber on Martin Type 202, 2024, and 404
Aircraft. There have been recent Me-
chanical Reliability Reports indicating
that cracks have been found in the engine
mount tubular member at lesser hours of
time in service than required inspection
times under AD 66-12-1. Thus, AD 60~
12-1 must be superseded to revice the re-
quirements to lesser times in rervice and
also the type of inspection will require
the use of optics at 100 hour intervals and
X-ray in conjunction with marnafiuz at
1,000 hour intervals. One of the pro-
cedures required prior to inspecting the
members is that they be sandblasted.
YWhen, however, the aircraft has been
masnafiuxed and X-rayed, within 750
hours’ time in cervice prior to the effec-
tive date of this AD, but not candblasted,
it is not intended that another inspec-
tion' must be performed prior to expl-
ration of 1,000 hours' time in service after
the inspection.

Since a hazardous situation exists, it
is found that notice and public proce-
dure hereon are impractical and good
cause exists for making this amendment
effective in less than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregolny and

pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator, 14 CFR 11.85

(31 F.R. 13697), § 39.13 of Part 39 of the,
Federal Aviation Regulations is amend-
ed as follows:

(1) Delete Amendment 39-230 from
Part 39 of the Federal Aviation Resula-
tions.

(2) Add the following new alrworthi-
ness directive:

MARTIN. Applles to Type 202, 2024, and 404
Afrplanes Incorporating Engine Zf{ount,
P/N's A10100, A101G0-9, 2021C11633-9,
Al16647-81, 404-5000004, 404-5000004-59,
404-5000005, or 404-5000005-23. Compll-
ance required as indieated.

To detect cracks and correcion in the en~
glne mounts, accomplich the following:

(8) Within the next 100 hours' time in
eervice after the effective date of this AD,
unless already accompliched within the last
100 hours® time in cervice, and thereafter at
intervnls not to excced 200 hours' time In
cervice from the last Inspoction, visually in-
spect the engineg mount tubular membeors
and welds for cracks, using o gless of at
least 10-power, or uce an FAA-approved
equivalent incpeetion. If o ereck i found
comply with (c) beforc further flight.
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(b) Within the nezt 2359 howrs® time in
eervica after the effective date of this AD,
unlezs already cecompliched within the lost
7G0 hours' time In cervice, and thereafter at
intervals not to exceed 1,600 hours® time in
cervice from the lost incpection, or one (I)
year whichever ceours firat, Incpect the en-
glno mount tubular members and welds for
external and internal cracks and corrosion,
using both Mosnaflux and X-roy or PAA-ap-
proved equivalent Inspections. Remove paint
and candbloct the enzine mount prior to
inspecting, or uce an PAA-approved equivae-
lent metbod. The sandblosting operation
chould be lmited to the removal of any
Ught rust or ather cupcrficlal discolorations
a3 necess ta glve a clean surfaca ta con-~
duct Magnofiuz inspection. If z creck: iz
found comply with (¢) before further flight.
Engine mounts inspected within the lzst
739 hours' time in corvice using Magnaflux
and X-ray, cr PAA-approved eguivalent in-
spections, but without candblasting need not
be relnspected before 1,000 howrs® of time
in corvlice from such incpection.

(¢) If o crock: is found in the weld metal
or in any tube between welds, and the crack
I5 parallel to the tube axis, repalr or replace
1%e crockied part in accordance with the pro~
ccdure cutlined in the latest PAA-opproved
roviclon of the appllcoble Martin Structural
cedures outlined in the latest FAA-cpproved
cquivalent: ropadr;, or replace the eracized part
with & part of the come port number that
has been inspected in accordance with (b)
and found free of cracks and ecorrosion, or
with an PAA-opproved equivalent part. If
a crock I found In any tube wall, and the
crock 15 transverce to the tube axis, replace
tio entire enging mount with a part of the
coma part number that has besn inspected
In accordoancs wita (b) end found free of
crocks and eorrocion, or with an PAA-op~
proved equivalent part. If o carck Is found
which 15 not {dentifled cbove, cppraval for
cantinued uc2 of the engine mount must be
cbtalned from the Chlef, Engineering and
Iionufocturing Branch, PAA Eastern Region.,
Substantisting data must be submitted along
vwiith the request.

(d) The rcpetitive Incpostlon  intsrval
cpeelfled In parooraph (o) moy be Inereczed
ta 359 hours® time in corvice, ond the re-
potitive inspeetion intervol specified in para-
graph (b) may be Increaced ta 2,550 hours’
time In corvice or two (2) years, whichever
aceurs firot, on alreraft whose enzine mounts
are treated internolly ot the next reguoired
incpcoetion with hot lUnczed oil The Hguid
chall be applied throuzh holes drille? thereln,
cr by immercing the part in o bath of the
Hquld, or PAA-opproved cquivalent method,
ANl access holes must ba cloczd with cod-
mium-plated or =zinc-plated czlf-tapping
Corovis.

{e) Equivalent Incpections and repoirs
may bo approved by an FAA maintenonce
inspcctor. Dqulvalent parts, Structural Re-
palr 2onunl revizions, and intermal trect-
ment metheds gpeeified In paragraph (d),
must be approved by the Chicf, Enginesring
and Idanufacturing Branch, PAA Eaxstern
Recglon,

(f) Upon request with substantiating data

‘tubmitted throush an PAA Maintenaonee In-

cpector, the compliones times gpecified In
this AD may be Increaczd by the Chlef, En-
glneering and Manufacturing Branch, FAA
Lastern Reglon,

This supersedes Amendment 39-230
(Part 39, 31 PR. 6730, May 6, 1366), AD
€6-12-1.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 32, NO. 115—THURSDAY, JUNE 15, 1967

No. 115——2



8580

This amendment is effective five (5)
days after publication in the FEDERAL
REGISTER.

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 608, Federal Aviation Act
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1854(a), 1421, 1428)

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on May 29,
1967,
OSCAR BAKKE,
Director.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6709; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:46 a.m.]

[Alrspace Docket No, 67-WE-3]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Control Zone and
Transition Area

On page 2649 of the FEDERAL REGISTER
dated February 8, 1967, there was pub-
lished & notice of proposed rule making
to amend Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations by designating a control
zone and transition area in the Cody,
Wryo., terminal area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the rule-
making through submission of com-
ments. Due consideration was given to
all relevant matter presented.

Although communications capability
exists with Worland, Wyo., Flight Service
Station through the Limited Remote
Communications Outlet at Cody, Wyo.,
Frontier Airlines found the proposed air-
space actions acceptable, provided an
additional leased-line capability were
installed between Cody and Worland,
Wyo. Their primary objection was due to
the possibility of itinerant pilots at-
tempting to use Frontier Airline fa-
cilities. This matter was discussed with a
representative of Frontier Airlines, and
¥ was explained that a fastline could
only be installed if and when the traffic,
volume at Cody, Wyo., made it economi-
cally feasible.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
amendments are adopted, except for the
following changes: The citations for the
control zone and ftransition area are
corrected to read “(32 F.R. 2071)"” and
“(32 P.R. 2148) ”, respectively.

Effective date. These amendments are
effective 0001 e.s.t., August 17, 1967.

(8ec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, a8
amended, 72 Stat. 749; U.S.C. 1348)

Issued in Yos Angeles, Calif., on June
7, 1967.

ARvIN O, BASNIGHT,
Director, Western Region.

In § 71.171 (32 F.R. 2071) the following

control zone is added:
Copny, Wyo.

That airspace within a 5-mile radius of the
Cody Municipal Atrport, Cody, Wyo. (latitude
44°31'09’* N., longitude 109°01’25’’ W.). This
control zone is effective from 0600 until 1700
hours, local time, daily.

In § 71.181 (32 F.R. 2148) the following
transition area is added:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Copny, Wyo.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the Cody Municipal Airport, Cody, Wyo.
(latitude 44°81°09’’ N., longitude 109°01'25'"
‘W.), within 2 miles each side of the Cody VOR
023° and 203° radials, extending from the b~
mile radius area to 8 miles northeast of the
VOR; and that airspace extending upward
from 1,200 feet above the surface within 6
miles northwest and 8 miles southeast of the
Cody VOR 023° and 203* radials, extending
from. 7 miles southwest to 17 miles northeast
of the VOR.

[FR. Doc. 67-8711; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:46 a.m.]

[Airspace Docket No, 67-S0-39]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Transition Area

On April 25, 1967, & notice of proposed
rule making was published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER (32 F.R. 6408) stating that the
Federal Aviation Administration was
considering an amendment to Part 71 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations that
would designate the Eastman, Ga.,
transition area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making through the submission of com-
ments. All comments received were
favorable.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0001 eds.t.,
August 17, 1967, as hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.181 (32 F R. 2148) the following
transition area is added:

EASTMAN, GA.

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6-mile radius
of the Eastman-Dodge County
(latitude 32°12’'51” N., longitude
07°42"" W.). .

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958;
49 U.S.C. 1348(a))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on June 5,
19617.

83°~

GORDON A, WILLIAMS, Jr.,,
Acting Director, Southern Region.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6712; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:46 a.m.]

" [Airspace Docket No. 67-SO—41]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Transition Area

On April 25, 1967, a notice of proposed
rule making was published in the FEpERAL
REGISTER (32 F.R. 6408) stating that the
Federal Aviation Administration was
considering an amendment to Part 71
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that
would alter the Brunswick, Ga., transi-
tion area.
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Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making through the submission of com-
ments. All comments recelved were
favorable.

In consideration of the foregoing,
Part T1 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is amended, effective 0001 e.d.s.t.,
August 17, 1967, as hereinatter set forth.

In §71.181 (32 F.R. 2148) the Bruns-
wick, Ga., T00-foot transition area is
amended to read:

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of NAS Glynco (latitude 31°156°80'* N., longl«
tude 81°28’00" W.): within & &-mile racdius
of the Jekyll Island Airport (Iatitude 31°«
04'21'* N., longltude 81°25'39’* W.), and
within 2 miles each side of the Brunswick
VOR 203° radial, extending from the VOR
to 8 miles southwest of the VOR, excluding
the portion outside of the continental limits
of the United States;

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 10G68;
49 U.S.C. 1348(a))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on June §,
19617.
GORDON A, WiLLIAMS, Jr.,
Acting Director, Southern Region.

[F.R. Doc. 67-8713; Filed, June 14, 1087;
8:47 a.m.]

[Airspace Docket No. 67-S0-43]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE,
AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Transition Area

On April 25, 1967, a notice of proposed
rule making was published in the FEpxrAL
REGISTER (32 F.R. 6408) stating that the
Federal Aviation Administration weas
considering an amendment to Part 71
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that
would designate the Jefferson, Gn,,
transition area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate in the rule
making through the submission of com-
ments. All comments recelved were favor=
able.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective 0001 e.ds.t, August
17, 1967, as hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.181 (32 F.R. 2148) the following
transition area is added:

JEFFERSON, GA,

That airspace extending upwaord from 7TiH)
feet above the surface within a 8-mlile radius
of the Jackson County Alrport (latltucde
34°10'31”* N., longitude 83°33°38** W),

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 10568; 40

U.S.C. 1348(a))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on June 5,
19617.

GORDON A. WILLIAMS, JT.,
Acting Director, Southern Region.

[FR. Doc. 67-6714; Filed, Junc 14, 1967;
8:47 am.]
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Title 13—COMMERGE AND
FOREIGN TRADE

Chapter lll—Bureau of International
Commerce, Department of Com-
merce

SUBCHAPTER B-—EXPORT REGULATIONS
[10th Gen. Rev. of Export Regs., Amdt. 30]

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO
EXPORT REGULATIONS :

Parts 370, 382, and 399 of the Code of
Federal Regulations are amended as sebt
forth below.

(Sec. 38, 63 Stat. 7, 50 US.C. .App 2023; E.0.
10945, 26 F.R. 4487, 3 CFR 195963 Comp.; E.O.
11038, 27 F.R. 7003, 3 CFR 1959-63 Comp.)

Effective date: May 29, 1967.

RAUER MEYER,
Director,
Office of Export Conirol.

1. Revision of Commodity Interpre-
tation 19: military automotive vehicles.

Purpose and effect: Commodity In-
terpretation 19 differentiates between
the military vehicles under the export
licensing jurisdiction of the U.S. Depart-
ment of State and those under the juris-
diction of the U.S. Department of Com-
merce.

The subject Interpretation is amended
by adding a list of the most common
characteristics which identify a vehicle
as “military” for the purposes of export
control.

. Accordingly, § 399.2 is- amended as seb
forth below.

IOI. Amendment of the Commodity
-Control List

Revisions. The Commodity Control List
in §399.1 is revised as set forth below,
effective May 29, 1967, unless otherwise
specified. Exporters are advised that only
the items listed below opposite the spe-
cific Export Control Commodity Numbers
are affected by these changes. The un-
numbered captions serve only to identify
the broad categories of commodities
within which these items are to be found
in Schedule B.

Two different types of explanatory nu-
merical references are used at the end of
a commodity description:

<{a) A numerical reference enclosed in
parentheses to indicate the entry being
revised. For example, where a revised
entry is followed by (1), this indicates
that the new eniry revises the first entry
or only entry presently on the Com-
modity Control List under the same Ex-
port Control Commodity Number; if the
entry is followed by a (2), it revises the
second entry on the Commodity Control
List, ete.

(b) A footnote reference referring to
the fooitnote below which explains the
effect of the revision.

1A yalidated license is no longer reguired
for export of these commodities to Country
Group Y.

2 A validated license is no longer required
for export of malf, malt four, macaroni,
noodles and other preparations of flour,
starch or malt extract to Country Group ¥.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

3 A validated license Is no lenger required
for export to East Germany of any commedl-
ties Included in this entry which previcusly
required a lcenco to this destination,

4 A valldated Hceenco Is no Ionger requircd
for export of chocolate fiavered milk bover-
ages to Country Group Y.

% A valldated lcenco is no longer regquired
for export of thcoe commeditics to East Ger-
many.

¢ A valldated licence is no longer reguired
for export of pulpwood and Port Orford ccdar
logs and lumber to Country Group Y.

TFour entrics are substituted for an cntry
presently on the Commodity Control List
under Export Contrel Commecdity o, 263,

8 A valldated licence Is no longer required
for export of natural codium nitrate to Coun-
try Groups X and ¥; and natural fertilizcrs
of mineral or vegetable origln, not caemically
treated, to Country Group Y.

2 A valldated licence 1S no longer rogquired
for export of pyrcthrum extract to Country
Groups X and X.

3 A valldated Meence s no longer reguired
Ior export to Country Group ¥ of coft vezn-
table olls, except olive oll, In eccordance with
previously announced controls, o valldated
license is not required for esport to this des-
tination of olivo oll.

R A valldated licence is no longer required
for export of percic oil USP to Country
Groups X and Y,

12 A valldated Ucence 1o no longor reguired
Jor export to Country Group Y of fatty oclds
and refining by-preducts of vegetable crigin,
including industrial mixtures.

33 A valldated lcenre is no longer required
for export to Country Group Y of behenle,
lnurle, myristic and palmeotic aclds.

3¢ The GLV Dollar-Value Limit {5 inercaccd
for Country Group V.

3 A valldated Heonce 15 no longer required
for export to Country Group Y of natural
animal or vegetable fertilizers chemically
treated, and mixed fertilicers, except ammo-
nium phosphates.

28 A valldated licence 1s no longer required
for export of corn starch and othcr graln
starches, Including industrial type, to Coun-
try Group ¥.

3t Cable bace stock, clectrical cable filling,
coil winding, electrical Insulating, and volce
coll stock, previously Hsted in the cecond
entry {n crror, is included in thisentryand o
validated lcenco is required for export of
thess ltems to Country Groupa X and Y.

33 Armaturs, cable bace stock, coll winding,
electrical, insulating electrical, clot insula-
tion, rope stock tapo for electrieal inculating,
volce coll stock, and elcetrical insulating t15-
sue, previously listed In tho cecond entry In
error, is included in this entry and a voll-
dated licence 15 required for export of theca
items to Country Groups X and Y.

»Two entries are substituted for an cntxy
precently on the Coemmodity Contxol Lict
under this Export Control Commodity
Number,

= A valldated lcence 15 no longer required
for esport of thezo commedities to Country
Groups W, X, and ¥,

A valldated lcense IS no longer required
for export of theco commeoditics to Country
Groups X and Y.

8381

2 A valldated Meence 1s no longer reguired
for export of theco commadities to Country
Groups T and V.

= The GLV Dallar-Valuz Limit 15 decrecsed,
to Country Groups T and V, effective June 23,
1867.

23 Tvio entrics ore substituted for threz en-
trles precontly on the Commeodity Control
List undcr this Dxport Control Commcedity
Number.

B A coparate entry 15 establizhed with no
change in contzols.

1. Amendment of Denial and Proba~
tion Orders.

Additions have been made to the table
of denial and probation orders of the
U.S. Export Control Rezulations. Ac~
cordingly, names® have been added to
§ 382.51 s set forth bealow.

XIV. Export Licensing Authority over
United States Coins Containing Silrer.

Purpoze and effect: The Expork Rezu-
Iations have been amended to point oub
that U.S. coins containing silver (Export
Control Commedity INo. 62070) are no
longer under the export Heensing author-
ity of the U.S., Department of Com-
merce. Such coins are under the exporb
licensing authority of the U.S. Treasury
Department.

In addition to the silver dollar and the
subsldiary silver coins, this amendment
includes the clad half dollar, or 50-cent
plece.

Accordingly, 55 370.5 and 393.1 of the
U.S. Export Requlations are amended
as cet forth below.

PART 370—SCOPE OF EXPORT CON-
TROL BY DEPARTMENT OF COM-
MERCE

Paragraph (M) 1s added to § 3705 as
follows:

§370.5 Exportations authorized by Gov-
ernment agencies other than Qffice
of Export Control.

. ® L4 £ d 5

(h) Coins containing silver. The silver
coln rezulations (31 CFR Part 82)
promulzated by the Secretary of the
Treasury under the Coinage Act of 1863
(Public Law £9-31, 31 U.S.C. 395) shall
rovern the export of U.S. coins contzin-
ing silver. This includes the silver dollar,
the subsldiary sliver coins and the clad
half dollar, or 50-cent piece. The silver
coln rezulations ore administered by the
U.S. Treasury Department.

PART 382—DENIAL OF EXPORT
PRIVILEGES
The following entries are added to

§ 382.51 Supplement 1; Table of denial
and probation orders currently in effect:

2etve FEDITAL.
Name and cddress dato | Rxplratlzndates Espcrt priviiooos aflocted BEGISTOR
cltation
:Ec*‘ung, anz. Innto:m Zellom. | &~ 87 | Indefnito, e} Gerorel and walidnted Ueences, | 32 F.B. m,
2;‘9, all carmrnoditics, any dortince 1%-€7.
Vie mmlfl z!sn,e:aczrc:tsm Conzla
Memicon Anstal aL: Imswn o3 &= 8C7 | Indcfinttou.o....] Genzal gnd wolidated Hzercos, { 2 PR, 44:.3
..Icmlsea. .dctai Mechicery, all cmru:.il!L » £0% 422 L1267,
Instrumcents Snppllcm Co., tipatisn, al~o cq;"ts to
Vodug, Licchtenstein, Caml:\. {Fostyrelated to
Ioooling, Frorz, whish €20.)
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RULES AND REGULATIONS

Department of Commerce

export control commodity number Unit

and
commodity description

1 Processing
number

1QLV dollar value
limits for shipments
to country groups

1 V;ialldated 1 Bpoctal
i ot
country grou ns
shown belowps list

8 T \4 X

Transport equipment
73201 Other passenger cars having front
and rear axlg drive. (2 and 3) %
73201 Other passenger cars, (2 and 4) u M
Clothing and accessories

84125 Corsets, brassiores, girdles, gariers,

SWXYZ
Sz

100

218

and similar articles, including such arti-
clos of knit or crocheted fabric, whether
or not elastic. (1and 2) 3

Professional, sclentific and controlling inatru-
menis; photgrorcaph{c and optical goods,
watches and clocks

86172 Other self-contained diving and
underwater breathing apparatus (scuba);
and speclallg’ designed components there-
for, n.e.c, (2) 2

86182 Bpeedometers, tachometers and
othgr counting devlces for motor vehiclos.

2;

2)

88193 Measuring and checking instru-
ments, appliances and machines for auto-
motive maintonance (includes wheel
balancers), and parts. (3) 2

88197 Othor instruments for watercralf,
motor vehicles and other vehicles. (9)

86198 Chemical analysis equipment, qual-
itative and quantitative (chemical analyt-
feal equipment utilizing chemical and/or
physical separation analytical principles)
(spocify by name); and specially designed
paris, n.e.c, (9) ®

SWXYZ...oo. 100

8Z.

&

SZ..

§Z.
SWXYZ......

g &

100

1 For explanation, ace § 309.1.

Saving clause. Shipments of com-
modities removed from general license as
a result of changes set forth in Part A
above which were on dock for lading, on
lighter, laden aboard an exporting car-
rier, or in transit to a port of exit pur-
suani to actual orders for expori prior
to 12:01 a.m. June 5, 1967, may be ex-~
ported under the previous general license
provisions up to and including June 28,
1967. Any such shipment not laden
aboard the exporting carrier on or before
June 28, 1967, requires a validated license
for export.

3. Section 399.2 is amended by revis-
ing Interpretation 19 to read as follows:

INTERPRETATION 19: MILITARY AUTOMOTIVE
VEHICLES

(a) Military automotive vehicles. For pur=
poses of U.S, export controls, military auto-
motive vehicles “possessing or built to cur-
rent military specifications differing mate-
rially from normal commercial specifica~
tions” may include, but are not limited to,
the following characteristics:

(1) Speclal fittings for mounting ord-
nance or military equipment,

(2) Bullet-proof glass,

(3) Armor plate,

(4) Pungus preventative treatment,

(5) Twenty-four volt electrical systems,

(8) Shielded electrical systems (electronic
emission suppression), or

('7) Puncture-proof or run-flat tires.

These automotive vehicles fall into two cate-
gories:

(1) Military automotive vehicles on the
munitions list, new and used. Automotive
vehlicles in thig category are primarily com-
bat (fighting) vehicles, with or without ar-

,

mor and/or armament, “designed for specific
fighting function.” These ‘automotive vehi-
cles are licensed by the U.S. Department of
State, See list with descriptions, paragraph
370.5(a), Category VII, of the Comprehen-
slve Export Schedule.

(1) Military automotive vehicles not on
the munitions list, new and used. Automo-
tive vehlicles in this category are primarily
transport vehicles designed for noncombat
military purposes (transporting cargo, per-
sonne] and/or equipment, and/or for towing
other vehicles and equipment over land and
roads in close support of fighting vehicles
and troops). These automotive vehicles are
licensed by the U.S. Department of Com-
merce.

(b) Parts for military automotive vehicles.
Functional parts are defined as those parts
meaking up the power train of the vehicles,
including the electrical system, the cooling
system, the fuel system, and the control sys-
tem (brake and steering mechanism), the
Iront and rear axle assemblies including the
wheels, the chassis frame, springs and shock
absorbers,

Parts specifically designed for military
automotive vehicles on the Munitions List
are licensed for export by the U.S. Depart-
ment of State.

(c) General instructions. Manufacturers
of non-Munitions List automotive vehicles
and/or parts will know whether their prod-
ucts meet the conditions described above.
Merchant exporters and other parties who
are not sure whether their products (auto-
motive vehicles and/or parts) meet these
conditions should check with thelr suppliers
for the required Information before making
& shipment under general license or submit-
ting an application to the Office of Export
Control for an export license.

[FR. Doc. 87-6561; Filed, June 14, 1967T;
8:45 a.m.]
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Title 16—COMMERGIAL
PRACTICES

Chapter I-—Federal Trade
Commission

[Docket No. C-1207]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Bianchini, Ferier, Inc.

Subpart—Importing, selling, or trans-~
porting flammable wear: § 13,1060 Im~
porting, selling, or transporting flani-
mable wear.

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.8.0, 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 67
Stat. 111, as amended; 15 U.8.0. 48, 1101)
[Cease and desist order, Blanchinl, Ferler,
Inc.,, New York, N.Y., Docket C-1207, May 23,
1967]

Consent order requiring & New York
City distributor of fabrics to cease imn-
porting and selling fabrics so highly
flammable as to be dangerous when worn.

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
complance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondent Bian-
chini, Ferier, Inc., & corporation, and its
officers, and respondent’s representa-
tives, agents, and employees, directly or
through any corporate or other device do
forthwith cease and deslst from:

(a) Importing into the United States;
or

(b) Selling, offering for sale, intro=
ducing, delivering for introduction,
transporting, or causing to be trans-
ported, in commerce, as “commerce” is
defined in the Flammable Fabrics Act;
or .

(¢) Transporting or causing to be
transported, for the purpose of sale or
delivery after sale in commerce,

any fabric which, under the provisions
of section 4 of the said Flammable Fab-
rics Act, as amended, is so highly flam-
mable as to be dangerous when worn by
individuals.

It is further ordered, That respondent’s
report of compliance with the order
herein, dated March 28, 1967, and sub-
mitted simultaneously {o the Commission
with the agreement containing consent
%xl'dgr to cease and desist, be recelved and

ed.

Issued: May 23, 1967.
By the Commission.
[sEaLl JosEPH 'W. SHEA,
Secretary.
[FR. Doe. 67-6722; Filed, June 14, 1967;

8:47 am.]
e g s
[Docket No. C-1210]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES
California Sportswear Co. and
Samuel Tyco Cohen

Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling:
§ 13.1185 Composition: 13.1185-90 Wool

15, 1967



Products Labeling Act; § 13.1212 Formal
regulatory and statutory requirements:
13.1212-90 Wool Products Labeling Act.
Subpart—Neglecting, unfairly or de-
ceptively, to make material disclosure:
§ 13.1852 Formal regulatory and stalu-
tory requirements: 13.1852-80 Wool
Products Labeling Act.
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 US.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as-amended;
secs. 2-5, 54 Stat. 1128-1130; 15 U.8.C. 45, 68)
[Cease and desist order, California Sport.s-
wear Co. et al., Los Angeles, Calif.,, Docket
C-1210, May 25, 1967]

Consent order requiring a Los Angeles,
Calif., clothing manufacturer to cease
misbranding its wool products.

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondents Cali-
fornia Sportswear Co., a corporation,
and its officers, and Samuel Tyco Cohen,
individually and as an officer of said
corporation, and respondents’ xrepre-
sentatives, agents, and employees, di-
rectly or through any corporate or other
device, in connection with the introduc-
tion, or manufacture for introduction, in-
to commerce, or the offering for sale, sale,
transportation, distribution, delivery for
shipment, or shipment, in commerce, of
wool products, as “commerce” and
“wool product”’ are defined in the Wool
Products Labeling Act of 1939, do forth-
with cease and desist from misbranding
such products by:

1. Falsely or deceptively stamping,
tagging, labeling, or otherwise identify-
ing such products as to the character or
amount of the constituent fibers con-
tained therein.

2. Failing to securely affix to, or place
on, each such product a stamp, tag,
label, or other means of identification
showing in a clear and conspicuous man-
ner each element of information re-
quired to be disclosed by section 4(a) (2)
of the Wool Products Labeling Act of
1939.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this
order, file with the Commission & report
in writing setting forth in detail the
manner and form in which they have
complied with this order.

Issued: May 25, 1967.
By the Commission.

[sEaL] JosepH W. SHEA,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 67-6723; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:47 am.}

[Docket No. C-1209]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Gramercy Mills, Inc., et al.

Subpart-—Advertising falsely or mis~
leadingly: -§ 13.30 Composition of goods:
13.30-75 Textile Fiber Products Identifi-
cation Act; §13.73 Formal regulatory
and statutory requirements: 13.73-90
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Suhpart—Involclng products falsely:
§ 13.1108 Invoicing wproducts Jalsely:
13.1108-80 Textile Fiber Products Iden-
tification Act. Subpart—Misbrandins or
mislabeling: §13.1185 Composition:
13.1185-80 Textile Fiber Products Iden-
tification Act; § 13.1212 Formal regula-
tory and statutory requirements:
13.1212-80 Textlle Fiber Products Iden-
tification Act. Subpart—Neglecting, un-
fairly or deceptively, to make material
disclosure: §13.1852 Formal regulatory
and statutory requirements: 13.1852-170
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act.
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 US.C, 40, Interpret or
apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, oo amended; 72
Stat. 1717; 15 U.B.C. 45, 70) [Ceaco and deslst
order, Gramercy Mills, Inc., ct al, Pacoale,
N.J., Docket C-1239, May 23, 1867])

In the Bfatter of Gramercy ILlIills, Inc.,
a Corporation and A & S Sales Corp., &
Corporation, and Simon Glasser and
Arthur Glasser, Individually and as
Officers of Said Corporations

Consent order requiring g Passale, IN.J.,
manufacturer of children’s swimwear to
cease misbranding and falsely advertis-
ing its textile fiber products.

The order to cease and deslst, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, 1s as follows:

It is ordered, That respondents
Gramercy Mills, Inc., 2 corporation, and
its officers, and A & S Sales Corp.,
a corporation, and its officers, and Simon
Glasser and Arthur Glasser, individually
and as officers of said corporations, and
respondents’ representatives, agents.
and employees, directly or throush any
corporate or other device, in connection
with the introduction, delivery for intro-
duction, manufacture for introduction,
sale, advertising, or offering for sale, in
commerce, or the transportation or caus-
ing to be transported in commerce, or
the importation into the United States,
of any textile fiber product; or in con-
nection with the sale, offering for sale,
advertising, delivery, transportation, or
causing to be transported, of any textile
fiber product which has been advertised
or offered for suale in commerce; or in
connection with the sale, offering for

-sale, advertising, delivery, transporta-

tion, or causing to be transported, after
shipment in commerce, of any textile
fiber product, whether in its original
state or contained in other textile fiber
products, as the terms “commerce” and
“textile fiber product” are defined in the
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act,
do forthwith cease and desist from:

b A. Mishranding textile fiber products

M

1. Falsely or deceptively stamping,
tageing, labeling, involeing, advertising,
or otherwise identifying such products
as to the name or amount of the con-
stituent fibers contained therein.

2. Failing to afiix a stamp, tarm, label,
or other means of identification to each
such product showing each element of
information required to be disclesed by
section 4(b) of the Textile Fiber Prod-
ucts Identification Act.

B. Falsely and deceptively advertis-
ing textile fiber products by making any
representations, by dlsclosure or by im-
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plication, as to fiber content of any tex-
tile fiber product in any written adver-
tizement which is uszd to aid, promote,
or assist, directly or indirectly, in the
sale or offering for sale of such fextile
fiber product unless the same informa-
tion required to be shown on the stamp,
tam, label, or other means of identifica-~
tion under section 4(b) (1) and (2) of
the Textile Fiber Products Identification
Act Is contalned in the said advertise-
ment, except that the percentages of a
fiber present in the textile fiber product
need not be stated.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this or-
der, file with the Commission a report in
writing setting forth In detail the man-
ner and form in which they have com-~
plied with this order.

Issued: May 23, 1967,
By the Commission.

[searl JoszrHE V. SHEa,
Secretary.

[P.B. Dgoc. 6T-6724; Filed, June 14, 12587;-
8:47 am.}

[Dozkct No. C-1211]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Moniteau Mills, Inc., et al.

Subpart—>4isbranding or mislabelinz:
§ 13.1185 Composition: 13.1185-90 V7ool
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1212 Formal
requlatory and statutory reguirements:
13.1212-90 Wool Products Labeling Act.
Subpart—Nezlecting, unfairly or decep-
tively, to make matferial disclosure:
§ 13.1852 Formal regulatory and statu-
tory reguirements: 13.1852-80 Vool
Products Labeling Act.
(Scc. 6, 338 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C, 46. Interpret or
apply coe. G, 38 Stat. 719, 23 amended; cecs.
2-5, 54 Stat. 1123-1130; 15 U.S.C. 45, €3)
{Ceace and desist order, XMonitecu Mills, Inc.,
(lzg Giill] Callforniz, 299., Dacket C-1211, May 25,

In the Matter of MMonitean Mills, Inec., a
Corporation, end Frenk A. Pecl: Indi-
vidually and as an Ofiicer of Said Cor-
poration, and Andrew H. Strickfaden,
Individuelly and as Plant Xlanager of
Said Corporation

Consent order requiring a California,
2o., fabric manufacturer to cease mis-
branding its wool products.

The order to ceasz and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows:

It i3 ordered, That Moniteau Mills, Inc.,
o corporation, and its officers, and Frank
A. Peck, Individually and as an officer of
sald corporation, and Andrew H. Strick-
faden, individually and as plant man-
ager of sald corporation, and respond-
ents’ represzntatives, agents, and
employees, directly or throucgh any cor-
porate or other device, in connection
with the Introduction, or manufacture
for introduction, Into commerce, or the
offerincg for sale, sale, transporfation,
distribution, dellvery for shipment, or
shipment, In commerce, of wool products,

15, 1967
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as “commerce” and “wool product” are
defined in the Wool Products Labeling
Act of 1939, do forthwith cease and de-
sist from misbranding of such products
by:

1. Palsely or deceptively stampirg,
tagging, labeling, or otherwise identify-
ing such products as to the character or
amount of the constituent fibers con-
tained therein.

2. Failing to securely affix to, or place
on, each such product a stamp, tag, label,
or other means of identification showing
in a clear and conspicuous manner each
element of information required to be
disclosed by section 4(a) (2) of the Wool
Products Labeling Act of 1939.

It i3 further ordered, That the re-
spondents herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this
order, file with the Commission a report
In writing setting forth in detail the
manner and form in which they have
complied with this order.

Issued: May 26, 1967.
By the Commission.

[sEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA,
Secretary.
[".R., Doc. 67-8725; Filed, June 14, 1967;

8:47 am.]

[Docket No. C-1208]

PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE
PRACTICES

Nat Morgan

Subpart—Invoicing products falsely:
§ 13.1108 Invoicing products falsely:
13.1108-45 Fur Products Labeling Act,
Subpart—Misbranding or mislabeling:
§13.1185 Composition: 13.1185-30 Fur
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1212 Formal
regulatory and statutory requirements:
13.1212-30 Fur Products Labeling Act.
Subpart—Neglecting, unfairly or decep-~
tively, to make material disclosure:
§ 13.1845 Composition: 13.1845-30 Fur
Products Labeling Act; § 13.1852 Formal
regulatory and statutory requirements:
13.1852-35 Fur Products Labeling Act.

(Sec, 6, 38 Stat. 721; 16 U.S.C. 46. Interpret
or apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, ag amended; sec.
8, 66 Stat. 179; 15 U.S.C. 45, 69f) [Cease and
desist order, Nat Morgan, New York, N.Y.,
Docket C-1208, May 23, 1967]

Consent order requiring a New York
City manufacturing furrier to cease mis-~
branding and falsely invoicing his fur
products.

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows:

It is ordered, That respondent Nat
Morgan, an individual frading as Nat
Morgan or any other name, and re-
spondent’s representatives, agents, and
employees, directly or through any cor-
porate or other device, in connection
with the introduction, or manufacture
for introduction, into commerce, or the
sale, advertising or offering for sale in
commerce, or the transportation or dis-
tribution in commerce, of any fur prod-
uct; or in connection with the manu-
facture for sale, sale, advertising, offer-
Ing for sale, transportation, or distribu-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

tion, of any fur product which is made
in whole or in part of fur which has
been shipped and received in commerce,
as the terms “commerce,” “fur,” and
“fur product,” are defined in the Fur
Products Labeling Act, do forthwith
cease and desist from:

A. Misbranding any fur product by:

1. Failing to affix a label to such fur
product showing in words and th figures
plainly legible all of the information re-
quired to be disclosed by each of the sub-
sections of section 4(2) of the Fur Prod-
ucts Labeling Act.

2. Representing, directly or by implica-
tion, on a label that the fur contained
in such fur product is natural when such
fur is pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed,
or otherwise artificially colored.

3. Failing to sef forth the term “nat-
ural” as part of the information required
to be disclosed on a label under the Fur
Products Labeling Act and the rules and
regulations promulgated thereunder to
describe such fur product which is not
pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-dyed, or
otherwise artificially colored.

4. Failing to set forth on a label the
item number or mark assigned to such
fur product.

B. Falsely or deceptively invoicing any
fur product by:

1. Failing to furnish an invoice, as the
term “invoice” is defined in the Pur
Products Labeling Act, showing in words
and figures plainly legible all the infor-
mation required to be disclosed by each
of the subsections of section 5(b) (1) of
the Fur Products Labeling Act.

2. Setting forth on an invoice pertain-
ing to such fur product any false or de-
ceptive information with respect to the
name or designation of the animal or
animals that produced the fur contained
in such fur produet.

3. Representing directly or by implica~-
tion on an invoice that the fur contained
in such fur product is natural when
such fur is pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-
dyed, or otherwise artificially colored.

4. Setting forth information required
under section 5(b)(1) of the Fur
Products Labeling Act and the rules and
regulations promulgated thereunder in
abbreviated form.

5. Failing to set forth the term
“natural” as part of the information re-
quired to be disclosed on an invoice
under the Fur Products Labeling Act and
rules and regulations promulgated
thereunder to describe such fur product
which is not pointed, bleached, dyed, tip-
dyed, or otherwise artificially colored.

6. Failing to set forth on an invoice
the item number or mark assigned to
such fur product.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondent herein shall, within sixty (60)
days after service upon him of this order,
file with the Commission & report in
writing setting forth in detail the man-
ner and form in which he has complied
with this order.

Issued: May 23, 19,6:1.
By the Commission.

[sEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 67-6726; Filed, June 14, 1967;

8:48 a.m.]

Title 21—F00D AND DRUGS

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, Department of Health, Edu-
cation, and Welfare

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL
PART 8—COLOR ADDITIVES

Subpart D—Listing of Color Addi-
tives for Food Use Exempt From
Certification

DEHYDRATED BEETS (BEET POWDER)
CONFIRMATION OF EFFECTIVE DATE

In the matter of establishing a
regulation listing and exempting from
certification the color additive de-~
hydrated beets (beet powder) for general
use in foods:

1. Pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(sec. 708 (b), (¢)(2), (d), T4 Stat. 399,
402; 21 U.S.C. 376 () (¢)(2) (d)), and
in accordance with the authority dele-
gated to the Commissioner of Food and
Drugs by the Secretary of Health,
Education, and Welfare (21 CFR 2.120),
notice is given that no objections were
filed to the order in the above-identiflied
matter published in the Fepxrar Rxd-
IsTER O0f April 20, 1967 (32 F.R. 6186),
Accordingly, the regulation promulgated
by that order will become effective June
19, 1967.

2. Effective June 19, 1967, §8.501
Provisional lists of color additives 1s
amended by deleting from paragraph (e)
the item “Beet powder.”

(Sec. 708 (b), (¢) (2), (d), T4 Stat. 399, 402;
21 U.8.C. 3716 (b), (¢)(2), (d))

Dated: June 8, 19867.

J. K. KIRrK,
Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

[FR. Doc. 67-6730; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:48 a.m.]

PART 8—COLOR ADDITIVES

Subpart D—Listing of Color Addi-
tives for Food Use Exempt From
Certification

FERROUS GLUCONATE; CONFIRMATION OF
EFFECTIVE DATE

In the matter of establishing a regula-
tion listing for food use and exempting
from certification the color additive fer-
rous gluconate:

1. Pursuant to the provisions of the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(sec. 706 () (1), (€ (2), (@, 74 Stat.
399, 402; 21 US.C. 376 (b) (1), (©) (D,
(d)) and under the authority delegated
to the Commissioner of Food and Drues
by the Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare (21 CFR 2.120), notice s
given that no objections were filed to tho
order in the above-identifiled matter
published in the FrpErar Rrcrster of
April 19, 1967 (32 F.R. 6131). Accord~
ingly, the regulations promulgated by
thg;; order will become effective June 18,
1967.

2. Effective June 18, 1967, §8.502
Provisional lists of color additives is
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amended by deleting from parasgraph
(e) the item ‘“Ferrous gluconate.”
(Sec. 706 (b) (1), (c)(2), (d), 74 Stat. 399,
402; 21 U.S.C. 376 (b) (1), (¢) (2), (d))
Dated: June 8, 1967.
J.K.KIRK,
Associate Commissioner -~
for Compliance.

[FR. Doc. 67-6731; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:48 a.m.]

SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS
PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES
Subpart C—Food Additives Permitted

in Feed and Drinking Water of Ani-
mals or for the Treatment of Food-
_ Producing Animals
Subpart D—Food Additives Permitted
in Food for Human Consumption
THEIABENDAZOLE

1. The Commissioner of ¥ood and
Drugs, having evaluated the data sub-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

mitted in a petition (FAP 3D0956) filed
Merck Sharp & Dohme Research Labora-
tories, Divislon of Merck & Co., Inc.,
Rahway, N.J. 07065, and other relevant
material, has concluded that the food
additive regulations should be amended
to provide for the safe use of thinbenda-
zole in swine feed as indicated belovwr.
Therefore, pursucnt to the provisions of
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act (sec. 409(c) (1), 72 Stat. 1786; 21
U.S.C. 348(c) (1)) and under the author-
ity delegated to the Commissioner by the
Secretary of Health, Education, and
Welfare (21 CFR 2.120), § 121.260(c) is
amended by adding to table 2 a new item

5, as follows:
§ 121.260 Thiabendazole,

]

(c)“.

TABLE 2~THABENDAZOLE IN FLED

Princlpal Amonnt Combined | Amount Limitatlons Indicatlcns f2zum
ingredient with—
LR B ] L = ] LA N ] L W ] se e see u
5, Thiabendazols_| 45.4-303 For swine: Administer can- | Afd In ths proventfon
ton O.P'Olﬁ%-pe! tinugusly {-0d cantalning cfinfstatlans ot
0.1%). 0.05-0.1¢5 thiatondarala laroa reandwerms
~r tan for 2 wedks fals (conus Azzsriy),
owed by fxd cantalning
0.005-0.02°7 thistcnderals
por ton for 8-14 wecks; do
not treat antmals withiln
Sddays of slaughter,

-

2. Based upon an evaluation of the
data before him and proceeding under
the authority of the act (sec. 409(c) (4),
72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(c) (4)), dele~
gated as cited above, the Commissioner
has concluded that a zero tolerance is
required to assure that edible tissues of
swine freated with- thiabendazole in
accordance with § 121.260 are safe for
human consumption. Accordingly, §121.-
1153 is revised to read as follows:

§ 121.1153 Thiabendazole.

A tolerance of zero is established for
residues of thiabendazole in the edible
tissues of cattle, goats, sheep, and swine
and in milk from cattle and goats.

Any person who will be adversely
affected by the foregoing order may at
any time within 30 days from the date of
its publication in the FepErAL REGISTER
file with the Hearing Clerk, Department
of Health, Education, and Welfare, Room
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, D.C, 20201, written objec-
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate.
Objections shall show wherein the per-
son filing will be adversely afiected by the
order and specify with particularity the
provisions of the order deemed objec-
tionable and the grounds for the objec-
tions. If a hearing is requested, the ob-
jections must state the issues for the
hearing. A hearing will be granted if the
objections are supported by grounds
legally sufficient to justify the rellef
sought. Objections may be accompanied
by a memorandum or brief in support
thereof.

* -

No. 115————3

Effective date. This order shall become
efiective on the date of its publication in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

{Sec. 403(c) (1), (4). T2 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C.
848(c) (1), (4))

Dated: June 6, 1967.

J. K. Emxg,
Associate Commissioner
jJor Compliance.

[FR. Doc. 67-€674; Filed, Juno 14, 19CT;
8:46 am.}

Title 25—INDIAKS

Chapter [—Bureau of Indian Affairs,
Department of the Interior

SUBCHAPTER Q--OIL AND GAS

PART 183—LEASING OF OSAGE RES-
ERVATION LANDS FOR OIL AND
GAS MINING

Miscellaneous Amendments

On page 12794 of the Feoenar Rzcis-
TER of September 30, 1966, there was pub-
lished a notice of intention to revise
§183.81 and to revoke §§ 163.32, 163.83,
and 183.84 of Title 25, Code of Federal
Regulations.

‘The purpose of the revislon and revo-
cation is to provide more fully and defi-
nitely for the conditions under which ol
and gas wells may be shutdovn, aban-
doned, and plugred and for payment
of a fee of §15 when applying for permis-
sion to plug a well.
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Interested persons were given 30 days
{rom the date of publication of the noticz
in the ¥zprnay, Reerster within which
to submit their views, datz, and argu-
ments concerning the proposzd revision
ond revocation to the Commizsionsr of
Indian Affairs. Written objections were
recelved rezording the provisions pro-
hibltiny a2 shutdowm, abandonment, or
other diccontinuance of opzrations with-
out the approval of the Superintendent.
The objections are based on the conclu-~
slon that theze points are covered by
exicting reculations. INone of tha rezula-
tions cited, however, deal fully ond
dcfinitely with the subject. -

To focilitate the administration =nd
supervizion over the many well chonges
on secondary recovery projeets, an
amendment has bezen added to the first
paracraph of §183.81 as propased by
which the Superintendent may aunthorize
that thez2 well changes be included in a
monthly report.

Objections were al:o raised on the
propoced requirement for the payment
of a $15 fee by lesczes upon avplication
of authority to pluz a well. However, it
Is belleved thoze objections do not have
sufiicient basis to warrant any change.

Accordingly, the propossd amendments
to 25 CFR Part 153 are hereby adopted,
subject to the following changes:

In §183.81, as proposed, the word
“therefore” is deleted from the sscond
sentence of the first paragraph; and a
proviston Is added af the end of the first
paregreph under which the Superin-
tendent moy authorize that well chanszes
on cecondary recovery projects be in-
cluded in o monthly report.

Theze amendments will become ef-
fective 30 days following the dafe of
publication in the Fepeman REGISTER.

STtEWART L. Upary,
Secretary of the Interior.

Jonz 8, 1967.

1, SzcHon 183.01 Is revised to read as
follows:

§183.81 Shutdown, abandonment, and
plugging of wells,

No productive well shall be abandonzd
until its lack of capacity for further
profitable production of oil or gas has
been demonstrated to the satisfaction of
the Superintendent. Ieszsze therefore
shall not shut down, abandon, or other-
wicz discontinue the operation or use of
any well without the written approval
of the Superintendent or his desienated
reprezentative. All applications for such
approval shall be submitted to the Supsr-
intendent on forms furnished by him.
Lessees operating szcondary recovery
units may obtain permission from the
Superintendent to submit a2 monthly well
status report rather than obtain indi-
vidual authorizations for chancing the
status of producing, injection, disposal,
or other wells connected twith the oper-
ation of the unit.

(2) Application for authority to shnuf
dovn or disccntinue use or opsration of
a well shall szt forth justification there-
for and probable duration, the means by
which the well bore is to be protected,
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and the contemplated eventual disposi-
tion of the well. The method of condi-
tioning such well shall be subject to the
approval of the Inspector.

(b) Wells to be permanently aban-
doned shall be promptly plugged as
prescribed by the Inspector. Applica-
tions to plug shall set forth reasons for
plugging; a detalled statement of the
proposed work including kind, location,
and length of plugs (by depth), plans
for mudding and cementing, testing,
parting and removing casing; and any
other pertinent information: Provided,
The Superintendent, or his designated
representative, may give oral permission
and instructions pending receipt of a
written application to plug a newly
drilled hole. Lessee shall remit a fee of
$15 with each written application for
authority to plug a well, such fee to be
refunded if permission is not granted.

(¢) Lessee shall plug and fill all dry or
abandoned wells in & manner to confine
the fluid in each formation bearing fresh
water, oll, gas, and other minerals, and
to protect it against Invasion of fluids
from other sources. Mud-laden fluid,
cement, and other plugs shall be used to
fill the hole from bottom to top: Pro-
vided, It a satisfactory agreement is
reached between Lessee and the surface
owner, subject to approval of the Super-
intendent, Lessee may condition the well
for use as a fresh water well and shall
so indicate on the plugging record. The
manner in which plugging materials shall
be introduced and the type of materials
80 used shall be subject to the approval
of the Inspector. Within 10 days after
plugging, Lessee shall file with the Super-
intendent a complete report of the plug-
ging of each well. When any well is
plugged and abandoned Lessee shall,
within 90 days, clean up the premises
around such well to the satisfaction of
the Superintendent or his authorized
representative: Provided, That the 90-
day period may be extended a reasonable
time in the discretion of the Superin-
tendent.

(d) In event Lessee shall fail to plug
properly any dry or abandoned well in
accordance with the regulations in this
part, the Superintendent may, after 5
days' notice to the parties in interest,
plug such well at the expense of Lessee or
his surety plus an additional 25 percent
to cover administrative costs.

§8 183.82-183.84 [Revoked]

2. Sections 183.82, 183.83, and 183.34
are superseded by the amendment in
item 1 above, and are revoked.

3. Section 183.91(a) (10) is revised
read as follows: ‘

§ 183.91 Amount of penalties.
L ] * * * *

(a) * & %

(10) For failure to file plugging re-
ports as required by § 183.81 and for fail-
ure to file reports, and remit royalties
required by § 183.45, $6 a day for the
first violation and $10 a day for each
violation thereafter.

L ] * * * *
[PR. Doc. 67-6691; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:45 a.m.]
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Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE

Chapter I—Office of the Secretary of
Defense

SUBCHAPTER M—MISCELLANEOUS

PART 267—ENGINEERING DATA
FILES

The Director of Defense Research and
Engineering and the Assistant Secretary
of Defense (Installations and Logistics)
approved the following on April 13, 1967:
Sec.

2671 P e and objectives.

2687.2 Applicability and scope.

267.3 Definitions.

2674 Concept.

267.5 Responsibilities.

267.6 Effective date and implementation.

AUTHORITY: The provisions of this Part
267 issued under 5 U.S.C. 301.

§ 267.1 Purpose and objectives.

This part supplements DoD Directive
4120.3, “Defense Standardization Pro-
gram,” dated April 23, 1965, by assign-
ing responsibilities to Department of
Defense components for developing and
applying uniform management and dis-
tribution techniques to DoD engineering
data which will:

(a) Assure their availability to scien-
tists, engineers, and other personnel en-
gaged in research, development, test,
evaluation, procurement, production,
supply, and maintenance functions.

(b) Assure the rapid distribution of
high quality, reliable data both within
the DoD and to eligible industry groups
subject to considerations of security;
limited rights of the Federal Govern-
ment; reimbursement costs, where ap-
propriate; and DoD policies governing
public release (see DoD Directive 5100.36,
“DoD Technical Information,” dated
Dec. 31, 1962).

(c) Establish a broader engineering
data base.

(d) Enlarge the opportunities for
achieving improved design, standardiza-
tion, competitive procurement, and item
entry control objectives set forth in DoD
Directive 4120.3, “Defense Standardiza-
tion Program,” dated April 23, 1965, and
DoD Instruction 4120.8, “Use of Stand-
ardization Documents Issued by Industry
Groups,” dated August 9, 1960 (25 F.R.
8606), and encourage the reuse of pre-
vious design solutions.

(e) Facilitate and encourage the de-
velopment, promotion, and use by In-
dustry groups of improved engineering
data systems and techniques.

(f) Provide a basis for the develop-
ment and use of improved engineering
data retrieval systems throughout the
defense community.

(g) Establish the users’ confidence in
the technical validity and Integrity of
DoD-controlled engineering data to in-
sure its reuse in furtherance of DoD
objectives.

§ 267.2 Applicability and scope.
‘The provisions of this part apply to
all DoD components engaged In re-

search, development, test, and evaluation
(RDT&E), procurement, production, and
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supply activities involving the following
types of engineering data.

(a) Formally approved engineering
data. All engineering documentation
subjected to formal development and re-
view by one or more DoD components
(see DoD Directive 4120.3, “Defense
Standardization Program,” dated Apr. 23,
1965, and DoD Instruction 4120.8, “Use
of Standardization Documents Issued by
Industry Groups,” dated Aug. 9, 1960
(25 F.R. 8606)). Typical examples are:

(1) Standards: (i) Federal and Mill~
tary standards. .

(i1) DoD-approved industry standards,

(2) Specifications: (1) Federal and
Military specifications,

(ii) DoD-approved industry speelfica«
tions.

(3) Military handbooks.

(4) Qualified products lists,

(b) Additional engineering data. Other
engineering documentation not now sub-
ject to formal standardization develop-
ment and review processes may be
included upon establishment of the nec«
essary Dprocedures and controls (sco
§ 267.5(a)). Examples of such docu-
mentation are:

(1) Engineering drawings.

(2) Design data sheets.

(3) Other contractor-prepared docu-
ments.

§ 267.3 Decfinitions.

(a) Engineering data. (1) That por-
tion of technical data contained in docu~
ments prepared by a design activity to
disclose and describe conflguration, de-
sign form and fit, performance, opera-
tion, reliability, maintainabllity, quality
control, or other engineering features of
items, materials, methods, praotices,
procedures, processes, and services,

(2) The principal documentation of
engineering data occurs In standards,
specifications, engineering drawings, ag-
sociated lists (lists of materinl, parts
lists, data lists, and index lsts), item
data sheets, performance parameters,
test procedures or reports, engineering
configuration changes, and other doct-
ments providing design date or design
disclosure.

(b) Data management. The function
of determining and validating data re«
quirements, planning for the timely and
economical acquisition of data, and in-
suring the adequacy and availability of
acquired date for their Intended use.

(¢) Data retrieval systems. Manual ox
mechanized methods for the recovery of
selected data from a collection of llke
data for the purpose of obtaining spe-
cific information. Retrieval includes all
the procedures used to identify, search,
find, and remove specific information or
data stored. It excludes both the
creation and the use of the data,

§ 267.4 Concept.

For maximum applicability, engiheer-
ing data used by sclentists, engineers,
and other personnel engaged in research,
development, test, evaluation, procure-
ment, production, supply, and mainte-
nance functions imust be accurate,
current, and properly organized.
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(a) To achieve this objective, current
DoD procedures (see DoD Directive
4120.3, “Defense Standardization Pro-
gram,” dated Apr. 23, 1965, DoD Instruc-
tion 5010.11, “Improved Management of
Technical Logistics Data and Informa-
tion,” dated Feb. 25, 1964, and DoD In-
struction 5010.12, “Technical Data and
Information; Determination of Require-
ments and Procurement of,” dated May
27, 1964), governing the generation, co-
ordination, reproduction, and-distribu-
tion of Military specifications and
standards are extended to cover the en-
gineering documentation data covered
by this part.

(b) As additional engineering data
files are developed and maintained by
responsible DoD components (see § 267.5
(c)), they shall be incorporated in the
documentation files of the Navy Publica~
tions and Printing Office to enable DoD
components to refer to specific documen-~
tation “titles” or “numbers” in requests
for proposals, contracts, and specifica-
tions.

§267.5 Responsibilities.

(a) The Director of .the Office of
Technical Data and Standardization
Policy-who is the Functional Manager
for the Defense Standardization Pro-
gram (see DoD Directive 4120.3, “De-~
fense Standardization Program,” dated
Apr. 23, 1965, and DoD Instruction
5010.13, “Technical Data and Standardi-
zation Management,” dated Dec. 28,
1964) will provide leadership and pro-
gram guidance to DoD components to
assure compliance with the provisions of
this Instruction throughout the Depart-
ment of Defense, including:

(1) A review of DoD and applicable
non-DoD engineering documentation
data to determine their suitability and/
or potential for organizing into Engi-
neering Data Files under the terms of
this part;

(2) Establishment of quality, relia-
bility, and currency criteria for the engi~
neering documentation data selected for
assembling into Engineering Data Files;

(3) Assignment of responsibilities to
DoD components, when appropriate, for
the development and maintenance of
designated Engineering Data Files for
joint use by all DoD components; and,

v (4) Surveillance to assure effective
utilization of the Engineering Data Files
to satisfy DoD objectives stated in
§ 267.1.

(b) Heads of DoD components will:

(1) Establish procedures, consistent
with this part and its implementing doc~
uments ¢see § 267.6), governing the re-
view, approval, and release of engineer-
ing data with reuse potential.

(2) Exercise sufficient discipline over
the technical adequacy, quality, relia-
bility, and currency of Engineering Data
Files to permit (i) the Department of the
Navy to develop the operating procedures
referred to in paragraph (e) (1) of this
section, and (ii) other DoD components
to reference these data by “title” or
“number” in requests for proposals, con-
tracts, and specifications, rather than
providing actual copies of this material.

(c) Under the direction of the Secre-
tary of the Navy, or his designee for the
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purpose, the Headquarters, Navy Publi-
cations and Printing Service, will:

(1) Establish operating procedures, In
coordination with ODDREE, OASD
(I&Ly), Midlitary Departments, and De-
fense Agencles, governing the indexing,
publishing, and distributing (including
selling) of enginecring data recelved
from releasing DoD components.

(2) Release one (1) copy of all such
data on receipt to each of the firms which
has been certified (see paragraph (d) of
this section) to be qualified to organize,
index and distribute engineering data vio
mechanized retrieval systems throushout
the Department of Defense, its compo-
nents and its contractors.

(3) The Navy Publications and Print-
ing Service Ofiice (Philadelphia, Pa.)
will:
(1) Assemble and provide to qualified
receipients machine-readable indexes
and other decumented materfal; and,

(ii) Establish fee charges, where ap-
propriate, to cover the full cost of such
machine-oriented services, in accord-
ance with the provisions of DoD In-
struction 7230.7, “User Charges,” dated
December 20, 1966 (32 F.R. 6025).

(@) The Director of Technical Infor-
mation, ODDR&E, who is the Functional
Manager for Technical Data Systems
(see DoD Instruction 5010.13, “Technical
Data and Standardization Management,”
dated Dec. 28, 1964), will:

(1) Provide a certified lst of firms
qualified to provide maochine-assisted
engineering data services to DoD com-
ponents, contractors, and subcontractors.
This certification shall include:

(1) A demonstration of the technical
feasibility of each firm’s approach, and
assurance that the distribution and re-
trieval system can adequately serve the
intended purpose; and,

(ii) A review of each firm’s mainte-
nance of performance to insure that
the technical adequacy and currency of
the data is maintained at levels sufiiclent
to sustain a certification.

(2) Assemble and maintain a current
list of such firms.

§267.6 Effective date and jmplementa-
tion.

This part is effective immedlately.
Procedures required fo implement this
part shall be published in the Standard-
ization Manual, 4120.3-, cuthorized
under DoD Directive 4120.3, “Defense
Standardization Program,” dated April
23, 1965.

Mavunice W. RocHE,
Director, Correspondence and
Directives Division, OASD
(Administration).

[F.R. Doc. 67-6639; TFiled, Junc 14, 1967;
8:45 nm.]

Chapter VI—Department of the Navy
SUBCHAPTER B—NAVIGATION

PART 707 —DISTINCTIVE LIGHTS
AUTHORIZED FOR SUBMARINES

Display by Submarines

Scope and purpose. Part 1707 is
amended to reflect a change in the ver-
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tical placement of the submarine idzn-
tification lght.
SecHon 707.1 Is amended by revising
paragraph (¢) to read as follows:
§ 707.1 Display of distinetive lights by
submarines.
- - - » E 3

(c) US. submeorines may therefore
display an amber rotating lisht produc-
iny 90 flashes per minufe visible alt
around the horizon at a distance of af
least 3 miles, the licht fo be located not
less than 2 feet, and not more than 6
fezt, cbove the masthead lght.

Sce. 1 (art. 13), 39 Stat. 63, see. 4 (rule
13(a)), 77 Stat. 203; 33 U.S.C. 182, 1073(z))
Dated: June 9, 1967.

By direction of thz Secretary of the
Navy.

[seanl R. H. Hazg,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Navy, Act-

ing Judge Adrocate General

of the Navy.

[PE. Da2. 67-6751; Filed, June 14, 1927;
8:50am.]

Title 46—SHIPPING

Chapter Ill—Coast Guard (Great
Lakes Pilotage), Depariment of
Transporiation

[CGFR 67-33]

PART 402—GREAT LAKES PILOTAGE
RULES AND ORDERS

Subpart C—Establishment of Pools by
Voluntary Associations of U.S. Reg-
istered Pilots

TWorric RuLes or LAZES PILOT ASSOCIA~

TIONX, Irc., Port Hurorn, MicH., APr-
FLOVED

The Secretary of Transportation has
delezated to the Commandant, US.
Coast Guard, all authorities and respon-
sibilities in connection with the admin-
istration of the Great Lakes Pilotage
Act of 1960 (P.L. 86-555, T4 Stat. 239, 46
U.5.C. 216 et s2q.), with the exception of
section 5 of the Act (46 U.S.C. 216¢), the
guthority to establish appropriate rates
and charges for pilotase sarvices in con-
Junction with Canada. The Department
of Transportation Act (PX.. 89-670, £0
Stat. 931-9590), subsection 6¢2) (4},
transferred the functions, powers, and
duties of the Secretary of Commerce and
other offices and officers under the Great
Lakes Pllotage Act of 1960, as amended,
to the Secretary of Transportation. The
Secretary of Transportation by Dspart-
ment of Transportation Order 1100.1,
dated March 31, 1967, 49 CFR Part 1
(32 F.R. 5606-5610, 49 CFR 1.4(a)(1)),
dezeribed the delegations of authority
made by him to provide for the continued
exercise of the functions, powers, and
duties transferred by the Department of
Transportation Act. The Commandant,
U.S. Coast Guard, has assumed responsi-
billty for the performance of the dele-
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gated functlons and administration of
the Great Lakes Pilotage Act of 1960.
The functions of the Administrator,

Great Lakes Pilotage Administration,’

U.S. Department of Commerce, are now
performed by the Commandant (CCS-3),
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Trans-
portation. The Commandant has as-
signed the primary responsibility for the
administration of these functions, ex-
cept those functions performed pre-
viously by the Coast Guard, to the
Director, Great Iakes Pilotage Staff.
Correspondence formerly directed to the
“Administrator” should be directed to
the “Commandant (CCS-3), U.S. Coast
Guard, Department of Transportation,
‘Washington, D.C. 20591.”

The Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard,
by an order published in the FrpErAL
RxcisTER of April 5, 1967 (32 F.R. 5611),
announced the continuation of orders,
rules, regulations, policies, procedures,
privileges, waivers, and other actions,
which have been issued, made, granted,
or allowed prior to April 1, 1967, under
the Great Lakes Pilotage Act of 1960,
as emended, as adopted and affirmed
and shall continue in effect according
to their terms until modified, terminated,
repealed, superseded, or set aside by ap-
propriate authority. The rules and regu-
lations in 46 CFR Chapter III are con-
tinued in effect, except for the changes
in administration as indicated in this
document. When the study and review of
these rules and regulations are com-
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pleted, the detailed amendatory changes
in names, ete., will be published.

‘The Working Rules for District No. 2,
amended and adopted by the Lakes Pilot
Association, Inc., Port Huron, Mich., are
hereby approved as of May 15, 1967, and
the amendment to 46 CFR 402.320(a) (3)
is to announce this action.

By virtue of the authority vested in
me as Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard,
by the Department of Transportation
Order 1100.1, dated March 31, 1967 (49
CFR 1.4(a) (1), 32 F.R. 5606), to promul-
gate regulations in accordance with the
laws cited with the regulations below,
the following amendments are prescribed
and shall be effective upon the date of
publication in the FEpeEraL REGISTER Or
the date set forth in the regulations:

1. The heading of Chapter III shall be
as set forth above.

2. The authority for Part 402 is
amended to read as follows:

AuTHORITY: The provisions of this Part
402 issued under sec. 4, 74 Stat. 260, sec.
6(a) (4), 80 Stat. 936; 46 U.S.C. 216b; Depart-
ment of Transportation Order 1100.1, Mar. 81,
1967, 49 CFR 1.4(a) (1), 32 F.R. 5606.

3. Section 402.320(a)(3) is amended
to read as follows:

§ 402.320 Working rules.

(a) * % *

(3) The Working Rules for District
No. 2, amended and adopted by the Lakes
Pilot Association, Inc., Port Huron, Mich.,
approved as of May 15, 1967.

* * * Ll *

Dated: June 12, 1967.

W.J. 8MiITH,
Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard,
Commandant.

[FR. Doc. 67-6739; Filed, June 14, 1067;
8:49 a.m.]

Title 45—PUBLIC WELFARE

Chapter Vill—Civil Service
Commission

PART 801—VOTING RIGHTS
PROGRAM

Appendix A; Mississippi

Appendix A to Part 801 is amended as
set out below o show, under the heading
“Dates, Times, and Places for Filing,”
oine f.dditional place for flling in Missis~
sippi:

MISSIASIPPT
County; place for flling; beginning date,
» » * * *

Issaqquena; Mayersville—traller at Post Office;
June 15, 1987.

(Secs. 7 and 9 of the Voting Rights Act of
1965; P.L., 89-110).

UNITED STATES C1viL SERV-
1cx COMMISSION,

[seaL] Davip F. WILLIAMS,
Director, Bureau of
Management Services,
[FR. Doc. 67-6788; Piled, June 14, 1967;
8:50 a.m.}
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- Proposed Rule Making

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Consumer and Marketing Service

[7 CFR Part 10341
[Docket No. AO 175-A25]

MILK IN DAYTON-SPRINGFIELD,
OHIO, MARKETING AREA

Notice of Recommended Decision and
Opportunity To File Written Excep-~
tions on Proposed Amendments to
Tentative Marketing Agreement
and to Order

Pursuant to the provisions of the Ag-
ricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.),
and the applicable rules of practice and
procedure governing the formulation of
marketing agreements and marketing

orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby-

given of the filing with the Hearing Clerk
of this recommended decision with re-
spect to proposed amendments to the
tentative marketing agreement and or-
der regulating the handling of milk in
the Dayton-Springfield, Ohio, marketing
area.

Interested parties may file written ex-
ceptions to this decision with the Hear-
ing Clerk, U.S. Department of Agricul-
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250, by the
15th day after publication of this de-
cision in the Feperal. REGISTER. The ex-
ceptions should be filed in quadruplicate.
All written submissions made pursuant to
this notice will be made available for

- public inspection at the office of the
Hearing Clerk during regular business
hours (T CFR 1.27(b)).

Preliminary statement. The hearing on
the record of which the proposed amend-
ments, as hereinafter set forth, to the
tentative marketing agreement and to
the order as amended, were formulated,
was conducted at Dayton-Springfield,
Ohio, on January 10-12, 1967, pursuant
to notice thereof which was issued
December 14, 1966 (31 F.R. 16204).

The material issues on the record of
the hearing relate to:

1. Equivalent prices;

2. Expanding the marketing area;

3. Milk to be priced and pooled;

4. Classification and allocation:

$. Class prices and location differen-
tials; and

6. Revising and reissuing the entire
order (to apply to the “Miami Valley,
Ohio marketing area”) and incorporat-
ing a number of other clarifying and
conforming changes in the administra-
tive provisions of the order.

Separate consideration was given in an
earlier decision issued on February 15,
1967 (32 FR. 3064) to Issue No. 1
“Equivalent Prices” and an “equivalent
prices” provision was made effective in
the Dayton-Springfield order on Feb-

ruary 28, 1967, and is included also in
the order which Is part of this decision.

Findings and conclusions. The follow-
ing findings and conclusions on the ma-
terial issues are based on evidence pre-
sented at the hearing and the record
thereof:

2. Basis jor an expanded marleting
area. The order for the current Dayton-
Springfield, Ohio, market should be ex-
panded to include all territory geo-
graphically within the seven-county area
of Champalign, Clark, Clinton (except the
townships of Clark, Green, Jefferson, and
Washington), Greene, Miami, iont-
gomery, and Preble, Ohlio. The expanded
marketing area would be rennmed as
the “Miami Valley, Ohio, marketing
area”. The enlarged marketing area
should include all reservations, installa-
tions, institutions, or other similar es-
tablishments therein which are occupied
by municipal, State, or Federal acuthori-
ties. Marketing conditions throughout
such expanded marketing area are such
that the purposes of the Act will be
served by their inclusion under the
regulation.

The handling of milk in the propozed
Miami Valley, Ohlo, marketing area is
in the current of interstate commerce
and directly burdens, obstructs, or af-
fects interstate commerce in milk and
its products.

There is substantinl competition for
route sales of fluld milk products be-
tween percons to be regulated by the
proposed Miami Valley order and han-
dlers under other orders. Distribution is
made in the proposed marketing area by
handlers regulated under the North-
western Ohlo, Greater Cincinnati, Indi-
anapolis, Northeastern Ohlo, and Colum-
bus orders. These marketing areas in-
clude territories in the States of Michi-
gan, Indiana, Kentucky, and Ohlo, Milk
used for fluid milk and milkk products
under each of the latter orders is in the
current of, or burdens or affects inter-
state commerce in milk or its products.

One handler presently regulated under
the Dayton-Springfield order distributes
packaged sterilized cream products in the
proposed area which are purchaced from
& firm in California. Moreover, fluld mill;
products distributed by persons not under
regulation at present are in direct com-~
petition in the fluid trade within the pro-
posed marketing area with milkk bottled
and distributed by handlers from the
Dayton-Springfield market and the
above markets.

Dayton-Springfield handlers recelve
their producer supplies of milkk from
farms located in Indiana and Ohio which
milkz is commingled in most plants serve
ing the proposed area. Substantial
amounts of producer milk in excezs of
regulated handlers' fluld milk require-
ments also are regularly moved to the
principal cooperative's plant in Dayton

for manufacture into nonfat dry miliz
which is disposed of in a market of na-
tional scope.

A primary purpose of a Federal order
15 to assure orderly marketing conditions
for mill: preducers. Pursuant o statu-
tory authority this is accomplished by
establishing minimum uniform prices to
be paid by handlers according fo the use
made of millz received, and a uniform
basls for distributing returns to the pro-
ducers for thelr millz,

Not all milk distributed in the propos=d
expanded area Is under a classified price
plen which insures uniformify of prie-
ing for persons similarly situated. In the
case of unre~ulated milk, prices to pro-
ducers prezently reflect the particular
bargaining situation of individual pro-
ducers, or groups of producers, and the
percons to whom they sell. Generally, the
unregulated distributors distributing
mill: therein pay their dairy farmers a
price equivalent to, or slightly higher
than, the Dayton-Springfield blend price.
‘Theze prices are not closely related to
the use made of the milk since practi-
cally all the mill: of the unrezulated dis-
tributors is in Class I. Other handlers in
the market, however, must pay minimum
Class I prices as determined under the
Dayton-Springfield or some other Fed-
eral order.

The order included herein for the ex-
panded marketing area will tend to ef-
fectuate the declared policy of the Act
by assisting In the establishment and
maintenance of orderly marizeting con-
ditions, and thus provide the basis for
insuring an adequate and dependable
supply of milk for consumers, as further
discusszed below. The principal measures
to be employed for this purpose are:

(1) The determination of minimum
prices to producers delivering to han-
dlers at levels contemplated under the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended;

(2) The establishment of uniform
pricing to all handlers for milk received
from producers according to a classified
pricing plan based upon the utilization
made of the milk;

(3) An impartial audit of handlers’
records of receints and utilization to in-
sure uniform prices for millz purchased;

(4) Assurance of accurafe weizhts and
tests of the milk of all producers;

(5) Provislon for payment of uniform
prices to producers supplying the market
based upon an equitable sharing by 2Bt
producers of both the hisgher returns
from Class I milkk and the lower returns
from the sale of reserve milk; and

(6) Publicoton of information on millz
recelpts and sales and other data relat-
ing to millz marketing in the area.

‘The present Dayton-Springfield, Ohnio,
marketing area consists of the cifies of
Dayton, Oxkwood, and Sprincfield and
11 specified tovmships in Clark, Greene,
and Montgomery Counties, Ohio.
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'The major cooperative association in
the market proposed extending the mar-
keting area to include the 11 counties
of Auglaize, Champaign, Clark, Darke,
Greene, Logan, Mercer, Miami, Mont-
gomery, Preble, and Shelby, Ohio. Four
of the presently regulated handlers sup-
ported the producers’ proposal and pro-
posed also the inclusion of the counties
of Clinton, Highland, and Ross, Ohio.

Proponent cooperative stated that its
proposal to expand the marketing area
is designed to include practically the
entire sales area of presently regulated
Deyton-Springfield handlers. They
pointed out that such handlers’ distribu~
tion routes now extend into all of the
proposed counties and are not limited
to the cities and townships in the pres-
ent Dayton-Springfield marketing area.
Since the establishment of the present
marketing area in 1945, s substantial
population growth has occurred in cer-
tain of these outlying areas and han-
dlers’ routes have followed this growth.

‘The association proposed inclusion of
the 11 counties for the further purpose
of assuring regulation under the Miami
Valley order of the bulk of its members’
milk and in the interest of uniform pric-
ing among producers throughout the
area. The association stated that in pur-
sult of these objectives its bottling plant
located within the proposed marketing
areq ab Greenville in Darke County (ap-
proximately 37 miles from Dayton),
should be regulated under the Miami
Valley. order rather than under the In-
dianapolis order as at present in order
that producers at that plant may receive
2 minimum uniform price comparable to
that in the Dayton-Springfield milkshed
where supplies for such plant are
produced.

Unregulated distributors with plants
ab Bellefontalne, Minster, Sidney, Hills-
boro, and Chillicothe, s cooperative as-
sociation at Cincinnati, and a handler
regulated under the Tri-State order were
opposed to certain of the proposals for
expansion. A handler located at Yellow
Springs, Ohio (Greene County), re-
quested exemption from regulation for
raw milk bottled on his farm in the event
of expansion of the regulation so as to
cover his operation.

The two distributors at Sidney and
Minster testified in opposition to expan-
sion of the marketing area in any
manner which would regulate their op-
erations. They stated their belief that
they would be unable to continue in busi-
ness if required to pay class prices and
make the necessary reports to the mar-
ket administrator. They asserted that
stable marketing conditions presently
prevail in their area that supplies are
adequate, and that their dairy farmers
are setisfled with present pricing policy.
In his brief, a Bellefontaine distributor
proposed exclusion of Logan, Mercer, and
Miami Counties from the marketing
area. He supported the position taken by
the other two distributors and contended
that their supplies of milk could be
Jeopardized if the area were so expanded.
Certain dairy farmers at these plants
supported the position of their dis-
tributors.

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

The seven-county area of Champaign,
Clark, Clinton (except the townships of
Clark, Green, Jefferson, and Washing-
ton), Greene; Miami, Montgomery, and
Preble, Ohio, which is herein proposed as
the Miami Valley marketing area, repre-
sents the principal sales area of the
handlers now regulated by the Dayton-
Springfleld order. They distribute, in the
aggregate, over 77 percent of the milk
sold for fluid consumption in this area.

The marketing area should be defined
mainly on the basis of county rather than
city or township lines because much of
the population is outside the several
sizable cities located within such seven-
county area. The 1966 population for the
area adopted was about 1.1 million as
compared to a population of about
600,000 for the present Dayton-Spring-
field marketing area. The sanitary re-
quirements of the State of Ohio, which
are patterned after the U.S. Public
Health Ordinance and Code, now apply to
milk for human consumption throughout
both the present and the expanded mar-
keting areas.

‘The proposed area, which extends ouf
from Dayton and Springfield, is located
in between the marketing areas of the
Columbus, Ohio, order on the east, the
Greater Cincinnati order on the south,
and the Indianapolis order on the west.
Handlers from all these markets dis-
tribute fluid milk products in the pro-
posed Miami Valley marketing area but
not to the same extent as present
Dayton-Springfield handler or the un-
regulated distributors with Class I sales
in the area.

Montgomery, Greene, and Clark Coun-
ties, which include all the territory within
the present marketing area, are served
primearily by Dayton-Springfield regu-
lated handlers. They distribute about 82
percent of the bottled milk for these
counties. Except for minor sales made by
one unregulated distributor, consisting of
his own production and packaged fluid
milk products purchased from & regu-
lated plant, the remaining sales are made
by handlers regulated under other Fed-
eral orders, including the Indianapolis
regulated distributing plant of the Miami
Valley Cooperative Milk Producers at
Greenville, Ohio.

Class I sales in Champaign, Miami,
and Preble Counties also are made
mainly by handlers under the Dayton-
Springfield order. These counties repre-
sent an area of urban expansion from the
more heavily populated counties of
Montgomery, Greene and Clark. In fact,
over 90 percent of the total population
for the entire area to be regulated is con~
centrated in the four counties of Clark,
Greéne, Miami, and Montgomery which
include Dayton and Springfield and their
environs, The Class I distribution of Day-
ton-Springfield handlers represent in
total over one-half of the Class I con-
sumption in these counties. As to the
individual counties, such handlers dis-
tribute about 66 percent of the total Auid
milk sold in Champaign County, 47 per-
cent in Miami County, and 44 percent in
‘Preble County. While Dayton-Springfield
handlers are, for the most part, the domi-
nant sellers in the three counties, ad-
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ditional Class I sales are made in each of
these counties by other regulated
handlers from at least one of the Greater
Cincinnatl, Indianapolls, Northeastern
Ohio, Northwestern Ohio, and Columbus,
Ohio, markets.

Class I sales of Dayton-Springfleld
handlers and other order handler to-
gether represent more than 72 percent of
total Class I sales in Champaign County,
and 69 percent In Mliami County. All
Class I sales in Preble County are by
Dayton-Springfield or Indianapolis han-
dlers.

A handler proposal would add Clinton,
Highland, and Ross Counties to the mar-
keting area. This proposal should be
adapted only with respect to the aren in
Clinton County exclusive of the town-
ships of Clark, Green, Jefferson, and
Washington.

Dayton-Springfield handlers sup-
ported addition of the three countles on
the basis that they regularly distribute
Class I milk in such counties. It was thelr
general position that full regulation of
local distributors in such countles, who
are currently “partially regulated” under
the Greater Cincinnatl order, would re~
sult in more uniform and stable selling
prices of bottled milk by all persons dis-
tributing milk in such counties. The prin=
cipal cooperative supported this pro-
posal.

Four Dayton-Springfield regulated
handlers distribute 57 percent of the
total fluld milk sales in Clinton County.
One such handler has a distributing
plant at Dayton and a distribution point
and cottage cheese manufacturing plant
at Washington Court House. About 30
percent of the sales for the entire county
are made by Cincinnall regulated han-
dlers.

When the four townships of Clark,
Green, Jefferson, and Washingfon, in the
southeastern portion of Clinton County,
are excluded, the majority of sales in the
balance of the county is made by the
Dayton-Springfield handlers and the re~
mainder by Cincinnati regulated han-
dlers. The inclusion of the ares in Clinton
County outside the four townships will
contribute to orderly marketing condi~
tions by assuring classified pricing as ta
all milk which may be distributed in this
area primarily served by Dayton-Spring-
field handlers.

The seven counties (excluding the
southern four townships of Clinton
County) discussed above when taken to-
gether form a contiguous area in which
handlers who would be regulated by the
order handle about 80 percent of the
total Class I sales. Most of the remaining
sales are made from plants regulated by
other Federal orders. Expansion of the
marketing area to include the seven
counties Is necessary to assure Dayton-
Springfield handlers that as to their pri-
mary areas of distribution, presently
unregulated competitors will not be af-
forded significant price advantage in the
purchase of milk for fluid sale. Orderly
marketing will be promoted through
application of classified pricing.

It is therefore concluded that the ex-
panded area should include Champaign,
Clark, Clinton (excluding the previously
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named townships) Greene, Miami, Mont-
gomery, and Preble Counties.

Two local distributors, located at Hills-
boro (Highland County) and Chillicothe
(Ross County) presented opposition tes-
timony on Clinton, Highland, and Ross
Counties. As to Clinton County they par-
ticularly opposed inclusion of the four
above-named-townships. They requested
that if such areas were to be included,
the hearing be reopened to consider also
the addition of Adams and Brown Coun-
ties which are an important part of their
sales areas. There were no proposals for
the addition of the latter counties before
this hearing, however.

The Hillshoro and Chillicothe distribu-
tors opposed inclusion of Highland and
Ross Counties on the following grounds:

1. The substantial quantities of milk
they distribute in other unregulated
areas (Adams and Brown Counties) are
in competifion with milk of an unregu-
lated distributor there and with milk of
other order handlers.

2. They are not a part of the Dayton-
Springfield “market system” since, un-
like most Dayton-Springfield handlers,
they do not, and are not situated so as to
rely on the Dayton cooperative to take
unneeded reserve supplies of milk or to
furnish them with supplemental supplies.

3. Very few dairy farmers in the sup-
ply area for these distributors ship to
Dayton-Springfield handlers but rather
are identified with the Columbus, Tri-
State, and Cincinnali markets.

4, Highland and Ross Counties are
rural with low population density, and
are at some distance from the main cen-
ters of the proposed Miami Valley mar-
ket -
5. Class I sales by Dayton-Spring-
field handlers represent far less than a
majority of the sales made in these coun-
" ties. It was contended that surveys of
Dayton-Springfield handler sales in the
two counties introduced into the record
by proponent handlers tend to overstate
such sales because the data used to in-
dicate total consumption in this rural
area reflected consumption studies in
urban areas of characteristically higher
per capita consumpfion than rural coun-
ties

6. These counties should remain as a
buffer zone between the Columbus, Tri-
State, Greater Cincinnati, and Dayton-
Springfield markets.

A representative of & cooperative asso-
ciation in the Greater Cincinnat! mar-
ket also opposed the addition of Clinton
and Highland Counties and a regulated
handler under the Tri-State order op-
posed the addition of Ross County. From
a survey of distributor brands of fluid
milk products in stores in selected cities
and towns in Clinfon and Highland
Counties, the Cincinnati representative
estimated that about 63 percent of the
sales in the two counties were made by
Cincinnati regulated handlers, 16 per-
cent by Dayton-Springfield regulated
handlers, and 16 percent by unregulated
distributors. It was his conclusion that
with Cincinnati handlers representing
such 3 large percentage of sales in these
counties, orderly marketing would not be

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

best served by their inclusion in the
Miami Valley marketing area.

‘The Tri-State handler proposed that
if Highland and Ross Countles were
added to the proposed Miami Valley mar-
kef, consideration should be given to
withdrawing Scioto and Pike Counties
from the Tri-State marketing area and
including such counties together with
Adams County in the Miami Valley mar-
keting area because of the close relation-
ship between Highland and Ro:ss Coun-~
ties and such other areas.

Proponent handlers for expanding
the area to include Hichland and Ross
Counties claimed to distribute in total
about 34 and 41 percent, respectively, of
the Class I sales in such counties. The
Hillsboro distributor estimated, on the
other hand, that as to Highland Coun-
ty, Dayton-Springfield handlers distrib-
ute only 23 percent of the total Class I
sales, The Chillicothe and Hillshoro dis-
tributors stated their distribution as
about 44 percent of the total Class X
sales in Highland County compared to o
figure of 37 percent submitted by pro-
ponent handlers. In Highland County,
sales also are made by two handlers un-
der the Columbus, Ohlo, order and by
three handlers under the Greater Cin-
cinnatl order. Proponent handlers esti-
mated further that the local distributors
make 33 percent of the sales in Ross
County. Sales in Ross County are made
also by two handlers under the Colum-
bus, Ohio, order, & handler under the
Greater Cineinnati order, and two han-
dlers under the ‘Tri-State order. Dayton-
Springfield handler distribution repre-
sents substantially less than a majority
of Class I sales in each of Highland and
Ross Counties, and in the agrrezate such
sales amount to less than 2 percent of the
total Class I sales of the Dayton-Spring-
field market.

‘The local distributor at Chillicothe
does not distribute outside Ross County
but bottles some milk for the Hillsboro
distributor and for a distributor at
Georgetown, Ohlo, partially ovned by
the Hillsboro distributor. The Hillsboro
distributor processes and packases some
milk for the Chillicothe distributor and
for the Georgetown distributor which
milk is sold primarily in unresulated
areas in southern Ohio. The Hillsboro
distributor also packages Class I milk for
a Columbus regulated handler at Wash-
ington Court House.

The sales area of the Hillshoro distrib-
utor extends south into Adams, Brown,
Clark, and Pike Countles, which were not
proposed to be added to the Miami Val-
ley marketing area. This distributor sells
about 37 percent of his own Class I
sales in Adams and Brown Counties, plus
about 15 percent of the Class I milk of
the Chillicothe distributor. The George-
town distributor who buys his entire sup-
ply of bottled milk from the twolocal dis-
tributors also makes sales in Adoms and
Brown Counties, in Highland County,
and in several townships of Clermont
County (Greater Cincinnatt marketing
area). The Columbus handler at Wash-
ington Court House distributes milk in
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Fayette (Columbus, Ohlo, marketing
area) and Birhland Counties.

‘The particl rezulation of the loeal
plants at Chillicothe and Hillshoro under
the Greater Cincinnati order af the pres-
ent time indicates a relationship to thab
market at least as strong as that shown
with the present Dayton-Springfield
market. 2Moreover, the prineipal sellers in
Hirhland and Rozs Countes also distrib-
ute a substantizl portion of their Class I
sales in the unrepulated counties of
Adams and Brown noft under considera-
tion at this time. In view of these con-~
slderations, the Miami Valley marizetine
ared should not be extended to include
the four named townships in Clinton
County or Highland and Ross Counties
on the basfs of this record.

As previously noted, the producer’s
proposal would also expand the market-
ing area to include five less intensely
populated counties, Auglaize, Darke,
Logan, Mercer, and Shelby, generally
north and west of the marketing area
herein adopted. In thesz counties there
are only three cities exczeding 2 popula-
tion of 10,000, Sidney (Shelby County),
Greenville (Darke County) and Belle-
fontaine (Iszan County). Furthermore,
the total population of only one county,
Darke (47,800), exczeds 40,000.

Sales in this five-county area are made
by four unregulated distributors, cerfain
Daoyton-Springfield regulated handlers
and rezulated handlers from the Indian-
apolls, Northwestern Ohlo, Northeastern
Ohlo, Greater Cincinnati, and Columbus,
Ohlo, markets. Two of the unregulated
distributors, with relatively low volume
plants at Minster and Sidney, Ohtlo, dis-
tribute practically their entire Class I
sales within this five-county area. The
unregulated distributor at Bellefontaine
(Lozan County) also distributes milk in
at least one of these counties. A fourth
unregulated distributor from Van Wert
distributes minor volumes of Class I milk
in Aurlaize County.

Three Dayton-Springfield handlers
distribute about 32 percent of the total
fluld millz sold in Auglaize County, 37
percent in Darke County, 33 percent in
Ingan County, 70 percent in Mercer
County and 46 percent in Shelby County.
The principal Dayton-Springfield han-
dler in this area distributes milk from =
plant at New Bremen (Auzlzize County).
In the agrresate Dayton-Sprincfield rez-
ulated handlers distribute about 10 per-
cent of their total Class I millks volume in
thisarea.

A principal distributor in four of these
counties is the cooperative’s Indianap-
olis rezulated Greenville plant which
distributes about 47 percent of the total
Class X milk sold in Darke County, 11
percent in Aurlaize, 9 percent in Mercer
County, 4 percent in Shelby County and
2 percent in Lozan. The Greenville dis-
tributing plant is located in Darlze Coun-
ty near the Ohio-Indiana State
boundary. About 85 percent of the millz
handled by the Greenville plant is for
fluid milkz products. A large proportion
of its Class I sales are made to a groeery
chain which moves the mill: to o distri-
bution center in the Indianapolis mar-
Leting area, most of which is distributed
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thwough its sbores in eastern Indiana.
The Indianapolis Class I price Is subject
%o & minus 13-cent location adjustment
st the Greenville location.

The cooperative, in proposing expan-
sion of the marketing area, stressed the
importance of achieving uniformity of
pricizng throughout the ares it proposed.
Pundamental to achieving reasonable
uniformity of pricing in these five coun-
ties, however, is the regulation of the
eooperative’s Greenville distributing
plant under the expanded Miami Valley
order rather than under the Indianap-
olig order. However, this record gives no
agsurance that even if these five coun-
ties were Included such plant would he-
come subject to regulation under the
Miami Valley order on the customary
criterion of making greater sales in the
Miami Valley marketing aresa than in
the Indianapolis marketing ares.

The average of Class I prices for 1965-
66 at the Greenville distributing plant
was about 25 cents less than the ap-
plicable price for Dayton-Springfield
handlers. We see no purpose in including
these counties unless there is opportu-
nity to achieve greater price uniformity
than currently prevails. I seems un-
likely that this could be accomplished
without regulating the Greenville plant,
a major distributor in these counties,
under this order. Under present circum-
stances this would require making the
Greenville plant a “captiive” plant under
this order.

There were no problems presented
which would justify such action. Com-
petitive problems in selling milk in the
five counties were not stressed by pro-
ponent or by any other handler and the
record shows no appreciable adverse ef-
feot on producer returns. Rather, the
cooperative stressed mainly that inter-
nal administrative and operational prob-
lems of the cooperative involving its
Greenville and Dayton plants could be
minimized if both plants were under a
single regulation.

In view of the above considerations
it is therefore concluded that the pro-
posed inclusion of Auglaize, Darke,
Logan, Mercer, and Shelby Counties
should be denied.

Although some of the route disposition
of handlers to be regulated will extend
beyond the boundaries of the counties
proposed for regulation, it is neither
practical nor reasonable to stretch the
regulated ares to cover all areas where
8 handler has or might develop some
route disposition. Nor is it necessary to
do 8o to accomplish effective regulation
under the order. The marketing area
herein proposed is a practicable one in
that it will encompass the great bulk of
the fluid milk sales of handlers to be
regulated.

All producer milk received at regulated
plants must be made subject to classified
pricing under the order, however, re-
gardless of whether it is disposed of
within or outside the marketing area.
Otherwise the effect of the order would
be nullified and the orderly marketing
process would be jeopardized.

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

If only a pool handler’s “in-area” sales
were subject to classification, pricing and
pooling, a regulated handler with Class I
sales both Inside and outside the market-
ing area could assign any value he chose
to his outside sales. He thereby could re-
duce the average cost of all his Class I
milk below that of other regulated han-
dlers having all, or substantially all, of
their Class I sales within the marketing
area.

Unless all milk of such a handler were
fully regulated under the order, he in
effect would not be subject to effective
price regulation. The absence of effective
classification, pricing and pooling of such
milk would disrupt orderly marketing
conditions within the regulated market-
ing area and could lead to a complete
breakdown of the order. If a pool handler
were free to value & portion of his milk
at any price he chooses, it would be im-
possible to enforce uniform prices to all
fully regulated handlers or a uniform
basis of payment to the producers who
supply the market. It is essential, there-
fore, that the order price all the producer
milk received at a pool plant regardless
of the point of disposition.

In the course of operation of the order
the question could arise as to whether
territory within the boundaries of the
designated marketing areas which is oc-
cupied by Government (municipal, State,
or Federal) reservations, installations,
institutions, or other establishments is
considered to be within the marketing
area. In order that there will be no doubt
as to the scope of the marketing ares,
the definition states that the marketing
area shall include any territory wholly
or partly therein which Is occupied by
Government (municipal, State, or Fed-
eral) reservations, installations, institu-
tions, or other establishments.

3. Milk to be priced and pooled. In
general terms, milk produced in com-
pliance with the Grade A inspection re-
quirements of & duly constituted health
authority which is received regularly at
plants primarily engaged in processing
milk for distribution on retail or whole-
sale routes in the marketing area, or at
plants which are regular and substan-
tial suppliers of milk to such processing
plants, should be made subject to pricing
and pooling.

The following principal definitions in-
cluded in the attached order serve to
identify the specific types of milk ahd
milk products to be subject to full regula-
tion, and those persons and facilities
involved with the handling of such milk
and milk products. Definitions relating
to handling and facilities are: “Route
disposition”, “distributing plant”’, “sup-
ply plant”, “pool plant”, and “nonpool
plant”. Definitions of persons include:
“Producer”, “handler”, and *“producer-
handler”. Definitions relating to milk
and milk products are: “Producer milk”,
“filuid milk products”, and “other source
milk”. The application of certain of these
definitions is discussed in detail. Other
definitions used are deemed to be self-
explanatory.

Pool plants, It is essential to the oper-
ation of the order to distinguish between
those plants substantially engaged in

serving the fluld needs of the regulated
market and those plants which are not.

It 1s particularly important to estab-
lish minimum performance standards
for plants which serve the market in
a way, or to a degree, that they should
be included in the market pool which
provides the means of paying uniform
returns to all producers on the market.
This is one of the essential means of
assuring the market of adequate and de-
pendable supplies of milk. Otherwise
the proceeds of the higher Class I price
for milk sold in the fluid market would
be dissipated on milk acquired by han~
dlers primarily for manufacturing pur-
poses and not go to the primary pur-
pose of assuring an adequate and de-
pendable supply for the fluld market.

‘The marketing performance standards
also serve {o minimize the effects of reg~
ulation on handlers who have only &
minor proportion of their distribution
in the regulated market. As described
elsewhere, such handlers would be made
subject to partial regulation. Neverthe~
less, any plant, wherever located, may
qualify as a pool plant if it meets the
marketing performance standards for
regulation. These standards are similar
for all plants similarly circumstanced.

Pool distributing plant. Because of the
difference in marketing practices and
functions between distributing plants
and supply plants, separate performance
standards for pooling are pravided.

To qualify as a pool plant, & distribut-
ing plant would be required to meet per«
formance standards as to both the pro-
portion of its supply used in fluld dis-
position and its disposition in the market-
ing area. Thus, pool distributing plants
would include only those plants primar-
ily engaged in route distribution of fluid
milk products. The plant’s total route
distribution both inside and outside the
marketing area should be at least 50 per-
cent of its receipts of Grade A milk from
dairy farmers, from other plants, and
from cooperatives as handlers during the
month. As to route disposition in the
marketing area it should be at least 15
percent of the plant’s total route dis-
position in all markets.

The principal cooperative proposed &
somewhat different basis for pooling. It
proposed that a distributing plant’s
Class I total route sales should amount
to at least 50 percent of its dairy farm
receipts during each month April
through July and fo at least 60 percent
of such receipts during each month
August through March. The main sup-
port for this proposal was a statistical
table showing that, with the exception
of one plant regulated by the present
Dayton-Springfield order, all currently
regulated plants reasonably could meet
such proposed minimum performance
requirements.

A handler proposal, one of three al«
ternatives suggested, would modify the
producers’ method for pooling a distrib-
uting plant by permitting any such plant
which has disposed of at least 50 per-
cent of its receipts as roufe disposition
in the marketing area for the months of
August through April, to be automati-
cally qualified for pooling May throush
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July. A second alternative would dis-
tinguish the separate parts of any pool
distributing plant which processes
Grade A milk and also has a Grade B
manufacturing operation so as to regu-
Iate, as a pool plant, only that portion
where Grade A milk may be processed.
As a third alternative basis for pooling,
this handler proposed combining the
receipts and Class I utilization for dis-
tributing plants when two are operated
in the market by the same handler, thus
permitting defermination of pooling
status on the basis of the combined per-
formance of the plants in meeting the
minimum total utilization requirement.

These proposals were designed as
alternative methods of assisting a pool
distributing plant to receive milk from
handlers and other nonproducer sources
for manufacturing without jeopardiz-
ing its pool plant status.

Proponent handler operates two Day-
ton-Springfield regulated distributing
plants, located at Dayton and New
Bremen. The New Bremen plant re-
ceives about 12 percent of its total
Class I sales in gallon and 10-quart
dispenser units from its Dayton plant
while the New Bremen plant supplies
the Dayton plant with cottage cheese
and related products. Proponent rea-
soned that a handler with plants pres-
ently in the market should not be forced
by the order to reduce efficiency by hav-
ing to divide operations so as to modify
the total Class I percentage at each plant
simply in order to meet the minimum
performance standards on an individ-
ual plant basis.

‘The proposal to permif automatic pool-
ing of distributing plants in certain
months should be adopted subject to
certain modifications. A distributing
plant to qualify for automatic pooling
during the months of March through
July should be required to meet the 50
percent route disposition requirement

_ Tor distributing plants during the preced-
ing months of August through Febru-
ary. In addition, & distributing plant
electing automatic pooling status during
any of the months of March through
July would be regquired to have route
disposition of not less than 40 percent
of its total receipts each month. Further,
this type of distributing plant should be
required to meet the minimum percent.-
age of in-area route sales for each
month. The additional requirement that
a distributing plant make route disposi-
tion during each of the months of March
through July would assure that the oper-
ation of the plant is primarily for the
distribution of fluid milk products. The
adoption of these requirements should
promote the efficient handling of milk on
the market by all handlers.

Proponent’s two other alternative pro-
posals for assuring pool plant status for
its two distributing plants should not
be adopted. The proposal to qualify dis-
tributing plants operated by the same
handler on the basis of combined per-
formance will not tend to insure that the
pool is adequately protected from any
dissipation of its funds by plants and

dairy farmers not assoclated with this

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

market. The alternative automatic pool-
ing requirement provided hereln for pool-
ing distributing plonts should permit
continued pool distributing plant status
for both plants of this handler. Thus, it
is not readily apparent that the proposed
system pooling of distributing plants
would assure only necessary cupples of
milk are associated with this market as
effectively as the modification of the pro-
posed automatic pooling requircments
for distributing plant, as herein edopted.

The other alternative propocal, Le, to
separate the Grade A and Grade B op-
erations of the plant, is not necessary
to meet proponent’s situation or any
other situation indicated on the record.
The need for such separation is avolded
by considering only receipts directly from
Grade A producers and receipts from any
cooperative as & handler, as a base for
determining the percentage of route dis-
position to receipts necezsary for qual-
ification as a pool distributing plant.
Thus, all ungraded milk and millz re-
ceived from other order handlers would
be considered as other source milk,

These minimum pooling standards for
a distributing plant are very cimilar to
comparable provisions in orders for the
nearby competing markets and will fa-
cilitate coordination in the marketing of
milk from the same general supply areas.

The principal purpose of a minfmum
requirement on in-area distribution for
pooling eligibility is to assure that the
distributing plant i5 assoclated ywith the
market in a significant and regular man-
ner since the producers at pool plants
are eligible to share in the monthly Class
I proceeds of the market. Under the
Dayton-Springfield order a distributing
plant becomes regulated on the bacls of
any distribution within the marketing
area. It is concluded, however, in con-~
sideration of the marketing area defined,
that route disposition in the marketing
area of 15 percent or more of the plant’s
total Class I route disposition +will pro-
vide an approprinte measure of a plant’s
association with the market.

A distribution plant having more than
85 percent of its Class I route disposition
outside the marketing area should not be
considered substantially assoclated with
this local fluld market and therefore
should not be subject to full regulztion.
Full regulation in this circumstance is
not necessary to achieve the ends of the
regulation in this market.

The performance standards for pool-
ing would not restrict any millks plont
operator from disposing of any fiuld millz
product in the marketing area. Virtually
any plant having more than minor, or
accidental, association with the fiuid miliz
market could be elicible for poolinz. On
the other hand, the operator of any plant
only marginally associated with the fiuld
milk market has reasonable opportunity
to make a choice of full or partial requla-
tion, whichever might better, cerve his
interest.

Limited quantities (as provided in the
attached order) of Class I milk moy be
sold within the rezulated marketing arca
from plants not under any Federal order.
There is, of courze, no way to treat such
unrecsulated milk uniformly with recu-
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1ated millz other than to resulate it fully.
Nevertheless, it is concluded that in pres-
ent circumstances the application of
“partinl” rezulation to planis bhaving
lezs assoclation thon required for mar-
ketwlde paoling (as later discussed) will
not jeopardize morketing conditions
within the regulofted marketing area.
Oillclal notice was taken af the hearing
of the June 19, 1864, decision (29 FPR.
8002) cupporting amendments fo szveral
orders, including the Dayton-Springfield
order, in which the matter of partial
resulation was dizcussed.

The operator of any partially rezulated
plant would be afforded the opntions of:
(1) Paying an amount equal to the dif-
ference bztween the Class I price and
the uniform price with respect to 2ll
Clacs X salesmade in the marieting area;
(2) purchasing at the Class I price un-
der any Federal order sufficlent Class I
mill; to cover his limited dizposition with-~
in the marlzeting area; or (3) paying his
dalry farmers not 1e=5 than the values of
all thefr milkk computed on thz basis of
the closzification and pricinz provisions
of the order (the lotter represanting an
amount equal to the order oblication for
mill: which 15 impozed on fully rezulated
handlers).

While all fluld milkz sales of the par-
tially rezulated plant are not nzeezzarily
priced on the saome basis as fully resu-
lated milk, the provisions described are,
however, adequate under most circum-
stances to prevent sales of milz not fully
regulated (pooled) from adversely af-
fectinz operation of the order and the
fully rezulated milk., They should b2
adoptad in this order to complement the
pooling requirements on fully rezulated
plants adopted herein,

Pogl supply plant, A supply plent
should b2 pooled in any month in which
atleast 50 parcent of its reczipts of Grade
A mills from dairy farmers at such plang
during the month is chipped as finid millz
products to pool distributing plants or is
dispozed of o5 route disposition within
the marketing area from such plant dur-
ing the month.

This bosis of determininz the pool
plant status of o supply-type plant will
provide reasonable assurance that only
a supply plant which Is clearly associated
with this market rather than some other
market will be subject to full rezulation
under this order.

A supply plant from which o lesser pro-
portion of millz is reczived at pool diz-
tributing plants should not be considared
s primarily aczoclated with this mar-
Let ond therefore chould nof be fully
rezulated. On the other hand the hizher
percentaze (65) proposad by producsrs
13 not necezzary to insure 2 sufficient
cupply of milk for the marlet. Af the
prezent time, the market is mostly sup-~
plied with direct-chipped millz, There are
no rezular supplies which come from
country cupply plants. This market
chould be in a pasition to procwre its
needs if the minimum performance re-
quirements are similar to thos2 in other
nearby rezulated marizets. A minimum
percentare of 59 will place alt such mar-
kets %1} substantially equal terms in this
resar
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A supply plant which meets the 50 per-
cent shipping standard during each of
the months of August through March
should be designated as a pool plant for
the succeeding months of April through
July (unless a written request for non-
pool status is submitted to the market
administrator) even though in such
months such. minimum shipping per-
centage is not met.

As previously stated, distributing plant
operators in this market do not rely upon
supply plants to any great extent since
in most cases direct shipments from
farms relatively close to the market are
sufficient to fulfill their fluid needs, and
especially so in the flush production
months, In the circumstances, there is no
apparent reason why the order should be
constructed at this time so as to require
the operator of & supply plant which may
become a pool plant to make shipments
of milk to pool distributing plants during
the flush production months in order to
maintain pool plant status. Such ship-
ments might well be made at needless ex-
pense. A supply plant meeting the regu-
lar shipping requirements for pooling in
each of the short production months of
August through March would demon-
strate its association with the market.

The definition of supply plant should
accommodate the efficient operation of a
cooperative’s “balancing” or *“supply
equalization” plant. The major coopera-
tive operates a supply equalization plant
which assists it in providing proprietary
handlers with whom it has selling ar-
rangements for member milk the precise
amounts of milk which such handlers re-
quire and in disposing of quantities
which the latter do not require. Han-
dlers’ needs vary widely during the week,
with supply requirements increasing on
heavy bottling days and diminishing to
little or no milk needs on other days,
such as weekends, when no milk is
bottled.

While the supply equalization plant is
en integral part of the entire supply ar-
rangement for this market, its receipts
and shipments fluctuate in such a man-
ner that it likely could not meet the nor-
mal minimum shipment requirements
for a supply-type plant. The operation of
such plant in this market, however, as-
sists all producers in realizing the best
possible utilization of milk.

Because of its important function such
plant should be qualified for pooling.
Since producer milk received at this
plant represents, however, a relatively
small portion of the total supply of the
cooperative, the cooperative should have
opportunity to qualify milk at such plant
for pooling on the basis of the coopera-
tive’s total function of supplying han-
dlers with milk, Because of the preemi-
nence in this market of the bulk tank
delivery method (primarily under the
auspices of the cooperative) as the most
efficient method of furnishing the pri-
mary needs of handlers, such direct-ship
milk should count toward the qualifica-
tion of the supply equalization plant.

Thus, if a cooperative furnishes to
proprietary handlers under the order 50
percent or more of its total member milk
either by direct delivery from farms or
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through its supply equalization plant, it
should have the same opportunity of
pooling the producer milk received at
such plant as a regular supply plant
which qualifies receipts by meeting the
minimum shipping standard, even
though a substantial portion of the milk
received at the supply equalization plant
is not aectually delivered to other han-
dlers during any given month. Such milk
should be recognized as part of the total
producer milk supply of the market.

Provision has been made where & coop-
erative equalization plant may elect non-
pool plant status at any time that it
does not meet the minimum shipping re-
quirements for a pool supply plant. Ob-
viously, a request for nonpool status
would be made only under circumstances
where the plant has acquired substan-
tial Class I sales in another market. The
order should not permit an association to
pool its entire reserve milk supply in
this manner, however, unless all the
Class I sales associated with such re-
serves are also included in the market
pool. Accordingly, provision is made that
should an association elect nonpool plant
status under this order for its supply
equalization plant in any month, such
plant should be designated a nonpool
plant for each of the succeeding 11
months in which it did not qualify as a
pool supply plant under the regular
shipping requirements of 50 percent of
receipts from Grade A dairy farmers.

A particular distributing or supply
plant may meet the pooling requirements
of more than one Federal order. Gen-
erally speaking, when the pooling re-
quirements of two orders are met the
plant is regulated only under the order
for the marketing area in which the
greater volume of Class I sales are made
from the plant. It is possible, however,
that a distributing plant may have vir-
tually the same volume of distribution
in each of the two regulated markets,
and with very minor changes in the pro-
portions distributed in the two markets,
the plant could be shifted from one reg-
ulation to the other on a month-to-
month basis. This occurrence would not
be in the interest of orderly marketing
of producer milk,

It is concluded, therefore, that the gen-
eral basis for regulatory treatment in
such situations as provided in the current
Dayton-Springfield order be adopted
with certain modifications. A pool dis-
tributing plant which also meets the
pooling requirements under another or-
der would be pooled under this order if
during the current month (1) it meets
the pooling requirements, and (2) a
greater volume of its fluid milk products
is disposed of in the marketing area
in the current month and for each of the
three months immediately preceding.

Further, & supply plant which meets
the pooling requirements under this or-
der, as well as those of another order,
would be exempt from this order un-
less the plant elects nonpool status under
the other order. This will assure that
any supply plant which may associate
some milk with this pool will be regulated
under this order only if it maintains a
continuing association with the market.
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This is particularly important in view of
automatic pooling privileges provided for
cerfain months under nearby orders.

In both circumstances, the handler
would be required to flle receipts and use
reports with respect to the plant and
permit verification thereof by the mar-
ket administrator, even though it may
otherwise be exempt from this order,

The “nonpool plant” definition as
presently included in the Dayton-
Springfield order should be expanded to
include a “partially-regulated distribut-
ing plant” and an “unregulated supply
plant.” Presently this definition includes
an “other order plant” and a “producer=
handler plant.” Other findings with re-
spect to such plants are included In
another section of this decislon. This
term will facilitate reference to specific
types of nonpool plants elsewhere in the
order. The term applies to any milk
manufacturing, processing, or distribut«
ing plant which is not & pool plant dur-
ing the month.

The order also should contain a defini-
tion of “route disposition” to assist in the
identification of those plants which are
to be subject to regulation. “Routo dis-
position” therefore is defined as any de-
livery of a fluid milk product classifled
as Class I to retall or wholesale outlets
other than & pool plant or nonpool plant.
Pickup by a vendor at a plant store or
plant dock and sales through vending
machines would be considered as route
disposition from the plant where the milk
was processed and packaged. This would
apply also to fluid milk products custome
packaged for another handler. In addi-
tion, as to fluld milk products moved
from a milk plant to a handler's distri-
bution point, the distribution beyond
any such point also would be consldered
as route disposition from the plant where
packaged.

Definitions of persons. The term “han=
dler” should be defined to include any
person who operates a distributing plant
or a supply plant. It also should include
any cooperative association with respect
to producer milk which it causes to be
delivered by bulk tank to other handlers
or which it diverts in accordance with
terms set forth in the “producer milk”
definition discussed elsewhere in theso
findings. A “producer-handler,” and any
person operating s nonpool plant cate-
gorized as a “partially regulated distrib-
uting plant” or an “other order plant,”
sllxould be designated as a “handler”
also.

Such a definition is necessary to desig-
nate those persons who must report the
sources and the utilization of their
Grade A milk supply, the handling of
which (except in the case of a producer-
handler) is to be regulated either par-
tially or fully, and who are responsible
for paying for milk in accordance with
the terms of the order. This definition
expands that of the present Dayton-
Springfield order to designate persons
operating certain categories of nonpool
plants and to define the responsibility of
cooperatives as to certain of their han-
dling activities. N

Milk for which a cooperative associa-
tlon is the responsible handler but which
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is not delivered to another handler’s
pool plant remains the responsibility of
the association in all respects—classifi-
cation, accounting, and payment. Such
milk could be that diverted for the ac-
count of the association, or shrinkage (in
this instance the loss of volume between
farm and plant) of farm bulk tank milk
on which the basis of seftflement with the
pool plant operator was not at the farm
weights and butterfat tests.

A producer-handler should be defined
as any person who operates a dairy farm
and a distributing plant and who receives
fluid milk products only as milk from
his own-farm production or from sources
where priced as Class I under a Federal
order. This definition conforms in princi-
ple to the definitions of producer-han-
dler under other Federal orders. Pro-
ducer-handlers are essentially exempt
from regulation except for making re-
ports to determine their status.

A producer-handler, as distinguished
from a pool handler who would be fully
regulated, distributes to retail or whole-
sale ouflets milk which is mostly from
his own~farm production. A pool han-
dier, on the other hand, markets milk
received from producers or from other
pool plants. The producer~-handler main-
tains confrol of his milk from its source
at the farm until its ultimate disposition.

He is, therefore, generally in g position
to adjust his farm production closely to
the needs of his fluid milk business and,
in turn, assumes himself the burden of
maintaining the reserve supply of milk
associated with his filuid milk operations.
When an individual operates a dairy
farm and a fluid milk business in such
manner, it has not been necessary to re-
quire him to account for milk produced
on his own farm at a particular mini-
mum price.

‘The situation in this market makes it
appropriate that the producer-handler's
exemption from” pooling and pricing be
contingent upon his meeting certain con-
ditions. Such requirements are necessary
to assure that bhis sale of milk will not
have a disruptive effect on the orderly
marketing of producer milk in the regu~-
lated market.

The definition, therefore, should
clearly set forth the limits on the sources
from which a person may receive milk
and still retain producer-handler status.
A producer-handler sometimes may need
supplemental milk supplies to meet daily
and seasonal changes in the demand for
fluid milk, The terms adopted provide
that the fluid milk supply of a producer-~
handler must be limited to his own-farm
production and to receipts of fluid milk
products priced as Class I milk under
some Federal order which do not exceed
2,500 pounds per month. This will in-
sure that the exempt producer-handler
will be responsible for his own surplus
but will permit the purchase of reason-
able quantities of fluid milk products
(approximately 40 quarts per day) to
supplement his ovn production.

The definition should indicate clearly
that such a person may not receive fuid
milk products from nonregulated plants
if he is to qualify for exempt status as a
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producer-handler. Milk in fiuld form
transferred to a producer-handler from
any regulated plant is classified as Class
L It follows that any supplemental millc
so purchased by a producer-handler will
not represent a lower-priced cource of
supply as might bes the case if he were
permitted to purchase from unresulated
nonpool plants and still retain his exempt
status.

1% is intended, therefore, that the ex-
emption from pricing and pooling of
such operations be limited %o these who
are primarlly dependent on milk: of their
own production and assume the rick in-
volved in the plant operation. The order
consequently should provide, as :riteria
of producer-handler status, that the
maintenance, care, and management of
the dairy animals and other resources
necessary to produce milkk and the proc-
essing and packaging of the milk handled
shall be the personal enterprices of the
producer-handler and chall be conducted
at his personal risk. Alzo, since he enjoys
full benefit from his own sale of milk in
fluid form (Class I) and does not chare
such sale with other producers, he should
not be considered as a producer on bull
milk delivered to other handlers which
he does not need for his own bottling
needs, i.e., he should not be eligible to
share in the Class X £ales of other pro-
ducers also.

‘To permit verification of a producer-
handler’s continuing status and to focili-
tate accounting with respect to the re-
ceipts from pool handlers the order also
provides that each producer-handler
shall make reports in such manner as
the market administrator shall require.

Although there are s number of gov-
ernmental ggencles (Federal) in this
area which recelve fluld mill: products
from handlers, the record is not clear
whether such agencles have facilities to
produce and process fluid milk product
for use only on such premices or to other
governmental agencies. Generally millc
produced and sold by a governmental
agency would be primarily for purpozes
within the agency. No useful purpoze in
effective order regulation for the market
would be served by regulation of such an
operation and could be disruptive to the
purposes of the dairy operation of such
an agency. Therefore, it is concluded
that, if one of these azencles does op-
erate milk production and procescing
facilities, it should be exempt from resu-
lation under this order. This is effected
by specific exemption of governmental
agencies from all provisions of the order.

‘The terms “producer” and “producer
milk” should be modified from the defini-
tion presently included in the Dayton-
Springfield order to incorporate neces-
sary changes brought about primarily by
the expansion of the marketing area to
be regulated.

A “producer” should be defined as any
person except o producer-handler or o
governmental agency, who produces, in
compliance with the Grade A inspec-
tion requirements of & duly constituted
health authority, milk which 1s received
at a pool plant or diverted under specified
conditions as discussed below, This defl-
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nition is not Intended to includz, how-
ever, any person with respect to milks
which is fully subject to the class pricing
ond producer payment provisions of an-
other Federal order.

The term “producer milk” should in-
clude all millz produced by persons quali-
fying a5 producers which is received at
pool plants, or under specified conditions,
diverted to nonpool plants. Diversion of
producer millz to a nonpool plant by a
handler (coopcrative or propristary)
should be limited to not more than two-
thirds of the days of delivery from a pro-
ducer’s farm during the months of April
throurh July, and not more thon one-
third of the delivery days durinz the
months of August through March. Di-
versions of producer milkz by handlers
among pool plants should be permitted
at any time.

Under currenft order provisions, di-
versions of producer millz to nonpool
plants are not limited during the months
of April throuch July. During the
months of August through March diver-
slons are limited to not more than one-
third of the days of delivery. For pricing
purposes, diverted producer milzs is
deemed to have been received at the pool
plant of customary receipt.

Producers proposed that only a coop-
erafive association bz elizible fo divert
producer milk during the months of
August throush March. They stated thab
this would help assure the maximum
Class I use of producer milkz and foster
the activitles of the assoclation as mar-
keting agent for its member producers.
Also, they proposed that handlers ba per-
mitted fo divert milk to nonpool plants
during the months of April throuzh
July, but not for more than two-thirds
of the doys of delivery from a producer's
farm in each month.

‘The regulation should accommadate as
much as possible the efficlent handling of
any nececzary marked surplus, since the
day-to-day market reguirements vary
widely. The diversion privileze, herein
adopted, should promote efficiency in the
marzeting of milk not needed at pool
plants for fuid milk requirements.

Because there are nonpool plants Io-
cated iIn the Miami Valley production
area, it Is pozsible for excezs milkz fo be
moved directly from the farm to 2 non-
pool plant for procezsing instead of be-
In~ recelved at a pool plant and then
transferred to a nonpool plant. Divir-
slons moy cceur seasonally during the
flush production months or to accommo-
date unneeded milkz during holiday pe-
rlods or on wezliends. Therefore, speci-
fied diversions of producer milk from
pool plants to nonpool plants should be
permitted, with the milk retained in the
rool if the handler, including an 2s30-
cintion of producers, accepts the respon-
sibility of accountinz for such milk as
producer milly at order prices.

The provision, however, should neof
be co constructed as to encourage an ex-
cezsive volume of milk fo assaciate with
the pool without need for fluid us=. This
cbjective can be achieved during the
months of Ausust throush March when

«
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supplies are lowest seasonslly, by limit-
ing diversions. Such diversions to non-
pool plants are necessary only to assure
the orderly handling of unneeded week-~
end or holiday supplies.

At least one proprietary handler as-
sumes responsibility for handling the
reserve milk at his plant during such
periods. Consequently, both proprietary
handlers and cooperatives should have
opportunity to divert on equal terms. The
present provision which permits diver-
sion of producers on not more than one-
third of the days of delivery during such
months should accommodate such sup-
plies of milk and should be continued in
the expanded order.

‘The months of April through July are
the months of relatively high seasonal
production and it is desirable that both
proprietary handlers and cooperatives be
permitted a greater opportunity to divert
than in the fall months. Although this
decision institutes limits on diversions
in these months as compared to the
present unlimited diversion, such limits
should permit orderly disposition of the
seasonal surplus. Diversions of producers
to nonpool plants on not more than
two-thirds of the day of delivery during
these months should be permitted.

Producer milk should include that
milk of a dalry farmer diverted within
the prescribed limits for each month
and milk received at a pool plant. In the
event a producer’s milk is diverted more
than the prescribed number of days,
only that milk overdiverted should be
considered as nonproducer milk and ex-
cluded from the pool.

Diverted milk when moved to a non-
pool plant should be priced at the loca~
tion of such plant. Producer’s proposal
would price at the location of the nonpool
plant any milk diverted to such a plant
which is located at a greater distance
from Dayton than the pool plant where
normally received. It was their position
that within 70 miles of Dayton there are
adequate manufacturing facilities to
handle all diverted milk.

Since there are a number of nonpool
plants located within 70 miles of Dayton
(the Miami Valley production area), in
addition to the cooperative’s balancing
plant which serves as the major outlet
for milk in excess of the fluld milk re-
quirements of the market, there is little
need to divert milk great distances at
the expense of producers generally. In
conjunction with the recommended
handler location differentials which use
multiple basing points located on the
outer perimeter of the marketing area,
pricing of diverted milk at the location of
the nonpool plant in effect adopts the
cooperative’s proposal for determining
the point of pricing.

The pricing of diverted milk in such
cases In the above manner should re-
move the incentive for the operator of
8 distant plant to meet the pooling re-
quirements for the purpose of associat-
ing excessive quantities of milk with the
market which milk would be intended
for manufacturing use, Otherwise there
would be potential for the distant pro-
ducer to recelve the market blend price
when his milk actually was diverted on
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g regular basis to a plant distant from
the market for manufacturing use. It
will further insure that pool producers
in general will not subsidize transporta-
tion costs which are not incurred if such
milk remains at the distant plant.

4. Classification and allocation.—(a)
Classification of milk. Producer milk re-
ceived by handlers should be classified in
two classes according to the form in
which or the purpose for which it is used.
Class I milk should include those forms
of disposition intended for the fluid
market.

The high quality requirements for
consumption in fluid forms, as compared
to manufacturing use, are specified pri-
marily in newly revised sanitary regula-
tions of the State of Ohio. The extra cost
of producing such higher quality milk
and delivering it to market necessitates
that the price for milk used in Class I
be considerably above the manufacturing
milk price. The definition of Class I milk
in the manner described herein provides
the means of returning to producers the
higher price according to the quantity
of milk so used.

Class II milk, on the other hand, in-
cludes utilization for purposes to which
Grade A requirements do not apply. In
such uses milk from producers competes
with ungraded milk from other sources
and for these uses producer milk there-
fore commands only a manufacturing
milk price.

Accordingly, milk and milk products
received by handlers should be classified
on the basis of the form in which, or the
purpose for which, it is used or disposed
of by the handler in substantially the
same manner as under the present Day-
ton-Springfield order. The skim milk
and butterfat therein should be classi-
fied separately since the proportions of
skim milk and butterfat in finished prod-
ucts vary.

Also, milk may be received by handlers
from various sources, including dairy
farmers, other regulated handlers, and
unregulated sources. Milk from all these
sources could be commingled in & han-
dler’s plant. Consequently, it is necessary
to have a plan for allocating the uses of
milk to each of the various sources of
supply in order to establish the appro-
priate classification of producer milk.

Class I milk. The dispositions included
in Class I milk are those required by
applicable health authorities to be pro-
duced from “Grade A milk”. Class I
milk, therefore, should be basically
skim milk and butterfat disposed of by
8 handler in the form of fluid milk prod-
ucts as previously defined, with limited
exceptions as described below.

The measurement of the quantity of
Class I disposition of a particular milk
product is normally the actual weight
of the product as it leaves the handler’s
plant. In a few instances, however, the
Class I quantity is more, or less, than
such weight. One exception is concen-
trated milk, which is produced by remov-
ing a large portion of the water content
from whole milk. This product is in-
tended for fluid consumption, and may
be restored by the consumer to the orig-

inal whole milk form by addition of
water. This is a Class I product for
which the quantity to be accounted
for is the qauntity of milk normally
used to produce it. Standard conver-
sion factors for calculating the original
volume would be applied. Accounting for
such products on the basis of original
volume, including all the water originally
associated with the milk solids, is neces-
sary to assure equity among handlers
and to return to producers the full use
value of their milk,

Reconstituted milk or skim milk pre-
sents & similar problem of accounting.
Reconstitution is a process which may be
carried on in & handler's plant by mixing
dry milk solids or condensed milk with
water to produce a product which 1s simi-
lar to fluid whole milk or skim milk,
Partial reconstitution may be carried
out by adding milk solids and water to
milk or skim milk, Class I disposition of
reconstituted milk or skim milk should
be accounted for in a quantity which in-
cludes the volume of water originally as-
sociated in whole milk with the milk
solids used in process of reconstitution.
This is necessary for the same reasons as
in the case of concentrated milk,

Fortified fluild milk products are
another instance in which the welght
disposed of is not precisely the quantity
of Class I disposition to be accounted for,
Fortified fluid milk products are prepared
by the addition of nonfat solids to milk
or skim milk to yield a finished product
of higher than normal nonfat solids.

For proper accounting of the skim
milk involved the nonfat milk solids
added in fortification should be con-
verted to their skim milk equivalent.
This is necessary to insure uniformity of
application of the accounting system, It
is not necessary, however, to price as
Class I all the water originally associated
with the added solids. The addition of
the solids used in fortification cannot be
considered as displacing producer milk
in Class I except to the extent that the
volume of product is increased. The ad-
dition of solids to make a more deslrable
product may in fact increase the sale of
producer milk, and in any event would
not displace producer milk in Class I
beyond the minor increase in volume
which results.

Therefore, the skim milk to be classl-
fied as Class I milk in such instances
should be only that contained in an equal
volume of unmodified product of the
same nature and butterfat content, ex-
cluding the dry weight of any nonmilk
additive such as flavoring, etc. The skim
milk equivalent of the nonfat milk solids
not classified as Class I milk should be
classified as Class II milk,

It is necessary that the handler submit
reports sufficient to reconcile all his re-
ceipts of milk and dairy products with
the disposition from his plant(s). If re-
ceipts and disposition cannot be recon~
ciled from such reports, it is necessary
that the handler be held responsible for
any unaccounted for receipts or disposi-
tion. If disposition is less than receipts,
the question arises as to whether there
are dispositions not disclosed on reports.
In order to insure responsible reporting,
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recordkeeping and equity among han-
dlers, such discrepancy (where disposi-
tion is less than receipts) should be
classified as a Class I quantity, except

“for allowable Class II shrinkage as ex-

plained in later findings.
On the other hand, if the total of all
Class I and Class IT milk assigned to pro-

-ducer milk exceeds the amount of pro-

ducer milk reported received at the pool
plant of a handler, the milk in excess of
such receipts shall be “overage”. Any
overage should be assigned first to the
available Class IT utilization and any re-

-mainder to Class I. The overage in each

class should be paid for by the handler
at the applicable class prices. When
utilization records indicate a disposition
greater than receipts it must be pre-
sumed that the handler failed to report
all of his receipts of producer milk, This
“overage” is thus charged to him at the
applicable class price in the lowest avail-
able class use.

Class II milk. Class II milkk would in-
clude all skim milk and butterfat used to
produce any product other than a fluid
milk product. It thus would include milk
used in manufactured products such as
ice cream, ice cream mix, frozen desserts,
cottage cheese, evaporated and con-
densed milk, nonfat dry milk and butter
and cheese as well as others in nonfluid
form.

Under the present Dayton-Springfield
order cultured sour cream mjxes and
packaged sterilized cream are included as
fluid milk produects in Class I A handler
proposed the reclassification to Class I of
such products because Grade A quality
ingredients are not required in process-
ing. Similar products not made from
Grade A milk, and products using vege-
table fat, are sold in the market. A Class
IT classification should be adopted for
sour cream mixtures unless labeled as a
Grade A product and for sterilized cream
in hermefically sealed metal or glass con-
tainers.

Besides manufactured dairy products,
which compose the bulk of Class II use,

. Class IT milk also would include shrink-

age within certain limits, disposal in
fluid form for livestock feed, skim milk
dumped, and fluid milk products in bulk
held in inventory at the end of the
month. N
Butterfat and skim milk should be con-
sidered disposed of when used to produce
Class II produets. Thus, handlers must
maintain production records to establish
use in Class IT, i
Shrinkage. In the course of normal re-
ceiving, processing, and packaging of
fluid milk products, some loss, or “shrink-
age”, of skim milk and butterfat is ex-
perienced. Since shrinkage represents
disappearance of milk for which no re-
turn is realized, it should be considered
as Class II milk to the extent that the
amount is reasonable and is not the result

- of incomplete or faulty records. In order

to assure complete accounting, however,
the handler must establish the quantity
of actual loss of skim milk and butterfat.

The maximum shrinkage allowance in
Class II at each plant should be 2.5 per-
cent of milk from producers (ess trans-
fers of milk in bulk to other pool plants),

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

‘plus 1.5 percent of milk transferred in

bulk to other pool plants, plus 1 percent
of milk received in bulk tank Ilots from
other plants or from a cooperative as-
sociation which elect to be the handler
for such milk, However, if the handler
operating the pool plant which recelved
bulk tank milk throush a cooperative
association files notice with the market
administrator that he 15 purchasing such
milk on the basis of farm welghts the
applicable percentage should be 2.5 per-
cent on such milk., The provision of 2.5
percent shrinkage allowance for the en-
tire receiving and processing operation is
in the present Dayton-Springfleld order
and there was no sugeestion for revising
this maximum allowance.

The lower shrinkage allowance of
1 percent of milk recelved by bulk tank
truck from a cooperative handler recos-
nizes that part of the shrinkage occurs
prior to receipt at the plant. MMilkz col-
lected at the farm in bulk tank trucksis
measured at the farm. Some loss nor-
mally occurs during the transfer opera-
tion between the farm tank and the
plant.

To provide equitable application of
shrinkage provisions to all handlers who
may have varlous types of operations and
sources of milk recelpts, the rate of 1 per-
cent shrinkage allowance should apply

. to 2all plant receipts in bulk, whether

from other pool plants, unregulated
plants or a cooperative assoclation act-
ing as a bulk tank handler. The only
exception to this would be in the case of
receipts of other source milk for which
Class II utilization is requested. In the
latter case, since the entire recelpt is
for Class IT use, there is no need to es-
tablish a limit of shrinkage that may
be classified as Class IL.

In computing a handler's total shrink-
age allowance, 1 percent of fluld milk
products disposed of in bulk tank lots to
plants of other handlers by transfer
should be deducted. This is necessary to
carry out the present order provision of
allowing 1.5 percent for the recelving and
handling operations on such transfers.
The second plant would be allowed, s
stated previously, 1 percent on the trans-
fer of fluid milk products,

The allowance of 1 percent of milk
transferred in bulk tank truck from
farm to plant would apply also in the
case of milk diverted by tank truck. An
exception would be made in both in-
stances if the plant operator to whom
the milk is diverted purchaces the milk
on the basis of farm welghts and tests,

‘The order contemplates that handlers
will report on an individual plant basts,
showing the receipts and utilization at
each plant. Shrinkagse should be ac-
counted for in each plant separately so
that a handler having more than one
plant may not offset overage in one plant
against shrinkage in his other plant.

If such handler transfers fluld milk
products between his two plants, the
amount of shrinkage or overage at either
plant would be affected by the accuracy
in accounting for the quantity of skim
milk and butterfat transferred. The
same care should be exercised as to ac-
curacy of accounting for milk trans-

8599

ferred between plants of the same
handler as in the case of transfers be-
tween plants of different handlers.

To assure an equitable assisnment of
total shrinkage, it should be proratzd to
(1) those catezorles of recelpts on which
the above described limits apply, and
(2) other recelpts in fluid form to which
gpeclfic shrinkage limits do not apply.

Inventories. ‘The order should provide
that Inventory of fluld milkz products on
hand at the end of the month should be
classified as Class XX milk if in bulk, and
Class I if packaged, pending possible
reclassification in the following month.

Handlers have inventories of milk and
milk products at the bezinning and end
of each month which must enter into the
accounting for recelpts and utilization at
the plant. The accounting procedure can
be facllitated by providing that inven-
tories of bulk fiuld milk products on
hond at the end of the month be classi-
fied as Class II milk,

In the following month inventories in
bulk would be subtracted, under the allo-
catlon procedure, from any available
Class I milk.. Any excess over available
Class II milk should be subtfracted from
Class I milk, The higher-use value as
Class I thus Indicated should be reflected
in returns to producers in that month.
Thls would be at the rate of the differ-
ence between the Class IX price in the
first month and the Class I price In the
gecond month.

Fluid milk products on hand in padék-
cged form at the end of the month
should be classified as Class I milk, This
clacsification conforms with the ultimate
utilization of most of the packaged fluld
milk products in inventory. This results
iIn fewer adjustments in classification
and handlers’ oblizations than If classi-
fled in Class X as In the case of bulk
To insure that all handlers pay the
cwrrent month’s Class I milk price for
fuld milk disposed of during the month,
it Is provided that, if the Class I milk
price increases over the previous month,
the handler will be charged the differ-
ence between the Class I milk price for
the current month- and the Class I milk
price for the preceding month on the
quantity of ending inventory assisned to
Class I milk in the preceding month.
Likewise, if the Class I milk price de-
creases, the handler will receive a cor-
responding credit.

‘The allocation section of the order
should provide that invenfory of such
packaged fluld milk products on hand at
the bezinninzy of the month be sub-
tracted from Class I milk utilization im-
mediately after the allocation of shrink-
are and packaged fluld milk preducis
from other orders and before making the
other assignments therein provided.

Since the disposition of skim milk and
butterfat in nonfluld milk products has
bzen accounted for as Class IT use when
used to produce a manufactured dairy
product, such skim milk and butterfat
should not be included in inventory.

Inventories of fluld milk products and
Class I products on hand at the bezin-
ning of the first month in which this
order becomes effective or during any
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month in which a plant becomes regu-
lated for the first time should be allo-
cated to any available Class II utiliza~
tion of the plant during the month. This
procedure will preserve the priority of
assignment to current receipts of pro-
ducer milk and to current Class I utiliza-
tion of the plant.

One handler objected to the potential
inflation of Class I milk from the initial
classification of ending inventories of
packaged fluid milk products in Class I
for the purpose of computing the “Class I
utilization percentage” for the supply-
demand adjustment.

The computation of the monthly Class
I utilization percentage for the supply-
demand adjustments which include Class
I sales for the month following the effec~
tive date of the amended order should
be modified to offset the effect the
changeover to include monthly ending
inventories of packaged fluid milk prod-
ucts in Class I.

The classification of packaged fuid
milk products in inventory in Class I
is not intended to have any significant
effect on the “Class I utilization per-
centage.” Accordingly, it should be pro-
vided that monthly ending inventories
of packaged fluid milk products for the
first month this amended order is effec-
tive, should be deducted from the ag-
gregate pounds of producer milk in Class
I milk in computing the utilization per-
centage for each of the third, fourth, and
fitth month, respectively, after this
amended order is first made effective.

The maximum adjustment which
would have occurred during the period
Ifrom January 1966, through November
1966, would have been a reduction of
453,000 pounds in aggregate Class I sales.
Such an adjustment, computed for each
month for the period from Mgy 1966,
through January 1967, resulted in no
change in the current utilization for such
months. Since monthly ending inven-
tories for the market change from
month-to-month, there is no fixed vol-
ume of Class I sales that can be used
to adjust the aggregate pounds of pro-
duced milk in Class I milk used to com-
pute the supply-demand adjustor.

It is therefore concluded that the order
language should provide for such an
adjustment to eliminate any significant
effect on the resulting supply-demand
adjustment. After the fifth month, the
adjustment is not required for this pur-
pose.

Proof of class use. Except for the quan-~
tities of Class II shrinkage provided for
in the order, all skim milk and butter-
fat for which a handler cannot establish
utilization must be classified as Class I
milk, This provision is necessary to re-
move any advantage that might accrue
to handlers who fail to keep complete
and accurate records. The burden of
proof should be on the handler to estab-
lish the ultization of any milk as being
other than Class I milk.

Transfers and divergions. Milk trans-
ferred from a pool plant {0 another plant
should be classified in accordance with
specific rules.

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

The rules of classification herein pro-
vided would apply to transfers to other
pool plants or to nonpool plants, and
to milk diverted from the farm to non-
pool planis or to pool plants of other
handlers.

Fluid milk products transferred or di-
verted from a pool distributing or sup-
ply plant to the pool distributing plant
of another handler should be classified
as Class I milk unless utilization as Class
II milk is claimed by both handlers on
reports submitted for the month to the
market administrator. However, sufficient
Class II utilization must be available
at the transferee plant for such assign-
ment to Class II after allocation of re-
ceipts of unregulated milk, other order
milk, inventory and shrinkage. Similarly,
sufficient Class I milk must be present
in the transferee plant to cover Class I
classification of the transferred milk.

If the shipping plant receives, during
the month, other source milk of the type
to which a surplus value applies (such as
nonfat dry milk) the skim milk and but-
terfat in fluid milk products transferred
should be classified so as to allocate the
least possible Class I utilization to such
other source milk. Also, if the shipping
handler receives other source milk from
an unregulated supply plant or an other
order plant, the transferred quantities,
up to the total of such other source re-
ceipts, should not be Class I to a greater
extent than would be applicable to a like
quantity of such other source milk re-
ceived at the transferee plant. These
rules are necessary to provide the same
kind of classification for transferred
fluid milk products as for utilization
within a pool plant.

Fluid milk products transferred or
diverted from a pool distributing plant
to & pool supply plant should be classi-
fied first as Class II milk to the extent
Class II utilization is available at the
pool supply plant. Such movements of
milk generally would be made for the
purpose of manufacturing milk, which is
in excess of the bottling requirements of
the distributing plant, into Class II prod-
ucts. Also, this would deter the move-
ment of milk solely for the purpose of
qualifying for additional Iocation
credits.

Fluid milk products transferred or
diverted in bulk to a nonpool plant (not
an other order plant or producer-handler
plant) should be classified as Class I milk
unless the handler claims Class II classi-
fication and specified conditions are
met: (1) The operator of the nonpool
plant should maintain adequate books
and records showing utilization of all
skim milk and butterfat received at the
plant; and (2) if requested the operator
should make these books and records
available to the market administrator
for purposes of verifying such receipts
and utilization. Verification by the mar-
ket administrator is necessary to insure
proper application of the classification
procedures of the order.

If the above conditions are met, classi-
fication of the transferred or diverted
milk would be made in accordance with
the following procedure: .
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Receipts of packaged fluld milk prod-
ucts at the nonpool plant from pool
plants or other order plants would be first
assigned to Class I in the nonpool plant,
Then, if the nonpool plant makes any
Class I route disposition in this market-
ing area, this Class I shiould be asslgned
first to fluid milk products transferred
from pool plants, then pro rata to re-
ceipts from other order plants, and
finally to receipts from dairy farmers
who the market administrator deter-
mines constitute the regular source of
Grade A milk for the nonpool plant, If
the nonpool plant makes any Class I
disposition on routes in the marketing
area of another Federal order, thiy
should be assigned first to fluld milk
products transferred or diverted from
plants fully regulated by that order, then
pro rata to fluid milk products recelved
from plants regulated by this and all
other Federal orders, and thereafter to
the nonpool plant’s regular Grade A
dairy farmer supply as determined by tho
market administrator.

Any Class I utilization remaining in
the nonpool plant after the above as-
signment should be assigned first to the
plant’s regular Grade A dalry farmer
supply and then pro rata to unassigned
receipts from plants regulated by this
order and other orders.

After the preceding asslgnments are
made at the nonpool plant, any remain~
ing receipts of bulk fluid milk products
from pool plants should be classifled in
sequence starting with Class II milk if
the shipping handler requested classifi-
cation under this procedure.

This method for classifying transfers
and diversions of milk to nonpool plants
provides equitable treatment for milk
of order handlers as well as other order
handlers in the classification of milk.
Further, it gives priority to dairy farmers
directly supplying & nonpool plant with
respect to sales outside regulated areas.
The proposed method of classification at
the same time allows orderly disposition
of reserve supplies of milk which cannot
economically be handled at pool plants,

The present Dayton-Springfleld order
contains & {ransfer rule which requires
fluid milk products (except bulk cream)
to be classified as Class I milk if moved
beyond 100 miles from Dayton or Spring-
field, Ohio. This provision was adopted
a number of years ago primarily to
simplify verification procedure on the
presumption that under the then exist-
ing conditions any milk moved on resale
more than 100 miles from the market
logically would be utilized for fluld con-
sumption in view of the transportation
cost involved.

Such transfer rule does not comport
well, however, with the diversion rule
adopted herein under which diverted
milk is priced at the location of the plant
to which diverted. At the present time
handlers distribute virtually all their
fluid milk products in Class I within a
hundred-mile radius of Dayton, in fact,
primarily within the proposed Miami
Valley marketing area. Any such prod-
ucts sold beyond such distance are very
likely to be disposed of in another reg-
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ulated market where verification of use
is readily made.

. On the other hand, milk may move
from farms to market from greater dis-
tances under today’s conditions. In the
event producer milk had to be diverted
for manufacturing use, possibly caused
by unforeseen circumstances not under
control of the producers or handlers
involved, to plants beyond 100 miles, the
present provision would not accommo-
date such movements. It is concluded
that the present mileage rule would not
promote orderly marketing under the
terms of the revised order.

The order also provides for transfers
of fluid milk products to other order
plants. The classification of such milk
is covered in the following findings with
respect to allocation.

(b) Allocation. The value of producer
milk is established on the basis of its
classification and the class prices. Since
handlers also may receive milk from.
sources other than producers, the order
must provide a method of assignment to
classes of receipts from all sources during
the month.

. The system of allocating a handler’s
receipts to the two classes is virtually
the same as that adopted in the decisions
of the Assistant Secretary issued June
19, 1964, for 76 milk orders, including the
Dayton-Springfield order® These deci-
sions were designed to integrate into the
regulatory plan of each of the affected
Federal orders milk which is not subject
to classified pricing under any order, and
also to apply the regulatory plan of each
of the orders to milk received from plants
regulated under another order.

The producers’ proposal recognized the
necessity for interorder coordination
and contained allocation provisions
identical to those contained in the afore-
mentioned decisions. Inasmuch as those
decisions set forth the standards for
dealing with wunregulated milk under
Federal orders generally, it is necessary
that the general system of allocation
under this order be the same. Also, the
treatment of other order milk should
be the same gs the plan included in those
decisions so as to have a coordinated
system of regulations on movements of
milk among Federal order markets,

DMilk received at regulated plants from
unregulated plants. When unregulated
milk eligible for distribution in the
market in fluld form is received by &
regulated handler at his pool plant, pro-
vision must be made for its allocation
to the total available classification of
the pool plant, and for providing an
appropriate rate of payment to the
producer-settlement fund on any such
milk allocated to Class I.

The order should provide that fuld
milk products moved from an unregu-
lated plant to a pool plant be classified
as Class IT milk if so reported by the
operator of the regulated plant.

AMilk may be purchased by a pool plant
operator from an unregulated plant

10fficial notice was taken at the hearing
of the decision (29 FR. 9002) in which is
included the amendment affecting the
Dayton-Springfield milk order.
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either for use in his manufacturing opor-
ation or in connection twith his Clacs X
requirements. When the purchase is for
manufacturing, the order should accom-
modate this by providing that such mills
be allocated to the lowest price class
utilization in the pool plant.

This treatment of unregulated mills
received at pool plants will further cerve
to accommodate unregulated plants
which have surplus milk but do not have
manufacturing facilities, since it will
make available as an outlet the manu-
facturing facilities of pool plants without
involving the unregulated plant in the
regulation. When, however, manufactur-
ing utilization in a regulated plant is
insufficient for the assignment of all
fluid milk products from unregulated
plants to the agreed manufacturing use,
the remainder, of course, must be
allocated to Class L

Other categories of millz recelpts as-
siened first to Class IT use (down cl-
located) should include recelpts from
producer-handlers, recelpts from gov-
ernmental agencies exempt from regu-
lation, receipts without Grade A certifi-
cation, and reconstituted milkz, The rea-
sons for such assicnment are explained
in subsequent findings on these specific
types of receipts.

With respect to the general caterory
of unregulated plant millc (other than
from producer-handlers or governmental
agencies) received at a pool plant, the
order should provide that (svithin Jimits)
such unregulated milk in bulk, which is
not specifically deslrmated Zor manufac-
turing use, be classified pro rata with
regulated milk in the pool plant.

Classification of bulk milk cannot be
determined on the basis of its inherent
characteristics as elther Class I (e, in
bottles) or as surplus (ie., 2s in manu-
factured products) but rather its clas-
sificatlon must depend upon its utiliza-
tion by the handler who recelves it. Un~
less the regulated handler accepts, the
milk for Class II use, 2 method as de-
scribed herein must be provided for as-
signing the unregulated bulk milkk to
classes of use. By assieming it pro rata
with regulated milk (within limits), its
indeterminate character as Class X or IT
will be recognized up to the limit pro-
vided.

A limit must be placed on the amount
of unregulated millx which may share
full classification with regulated milk,
The receipt of unregulated milk in o
regulated handler's operation Is always o
source of danger to the regulatory plan.
Handlers often obtain unrezulated millk:
because it is a cheaper source of supply
than regulated milk. Unless some limita-
tion is placed on the volume of unresu-
lated milk that may be prorated, 2 han-
dler with a supply of regulated milk ade-
quate for his Class I requirements could
acquire cheaper unresulated mill: to
increase his manufacturine uses. This
milk would share in Class I utllization
while an equal volume of regulated milk:
would be assigned to the expanded sur-
plus use. This would impair the effec-
tiveness of the regulation.

‘The limit placed on the amount of un-
regulated milk to be assigned pro rata
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with resulated milk is such that when,
23 o result of proration or assiznment,
as much 25 20 percent of all regulated
mills in the handler’s plants Is ascigned
to Clacs I, all additional unrezulated
mill: will then be assisned to Class II.
A recerve of millz for fluid requirements
on o marketwide basis more or less than
20 percent of all handlers’ receipts may
be required, depending upon ssasonal
and other considerations.

An individual handler asszociated with
o2 regulated fluid market (whose main
purpose 1s to furnish Class I milk to the
market) will not need unrezulated milk
for the purpoze of mainfaininz an ade-
quate supply to service Class X sales in
amounts which will increase his reszrve
above 20 percent of his total receipts in
any given month. Even thouch a sifua-
tion could conceivably arise where be-
cause of the disrupHon of normal sup-
plles, 3 handler receives milk from
unresulated sources in exzesss of the
quantities that may be prorated, the
attainment of effective rezulation never-
{g;lg:s requires the imposition of this

It is provided thot In assigning unrez-
ulated bulk milk for purposss of classifi-
cation, the overall utilization of the han-~
dler at all of his plants rezulated under
the order? (rather than the utilization at
& single plant) should be used. This is
necessary for the some reasons, set forth
later in this decision, which apply to re-
ceipts of milkk from plants rezulated by
other orders.

Payment at the difference bztween the
Class I and uniform prices should be
made by the receiving handler info the
producer-settlement fund on the portion
of unrezulated milks which is assizned to
Class I throush proration. During the
months of April throuzh July and Sep-
tember throush December a scasonal in-
centive plan of pricing is in effect. For
the purpose of computing a rate of pay-
ment on unrezulated milk during theze
months, a welghted average price must
be computed in a2 manner identical with
the computation of the uniform price in
other months.

There can bz no question that the
Class X price basically should apply to
both regulated and unrezulated milk
used in o fully rezulated plant as Class I
millz, To attribute any different valua-
tion on the unrezulated milk would auto-
matically result in inequity as compared
with rezulated milkz similarly utilized.

Although there is no room for doubt as
to the need to attribute 2 Class I value
for any millz so utilized (the minuand),
the proper credit to be allowed to milk
from unrezulated plants is not clear, i.e.,
what subtrahend should be usaed in such
a payment formula. It may be expectad
that in many situations a payment at any
lezzer rate than the difference batween
the Class I minimum price and the value
of such mills 2s surplus would give un-
warranted price advantace fo unrezu-
lated millz over producer millz similarly
utilized.

2Such total utilization would be subject to
certain prior deductions for receipts assizned
to the surplus claccification o5 mentioned In
prior findings.
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Milk at unregulated plants may be
purchased from dairy farmers on a flat
price basis without regard to use classifi-
cation. Although most of the milk so pur-
chased by the unregulated plant operator
may be intended for local distribution
outside the regulated market, excess milk
supplies on a daily and seasonal basis
will arise as they also do in regulated
plants.

This frequently leaves excess milk at
unregulated plants which is truly surplus
to the normal fluid needs of those plants.
This situation is accentuated at certain
times of the year when there are char-
acteristic seasonal increases in the pro-
duction of milk without corresponding
increases in the demand for milk. If it
were not for the sale in the regulated
market, such milk would have no higher
value to the plant operator than its sur-
plus value.

In such circumstances, the operator of
such an unregulated plant, including the
fringe distributor, has great incentive to
“dump” his surplus milk into the regu-
Iated market or its supply system at any
price higher than a surplus price and
thereby obtain a competitive advantage
for such milk over regulated milk. Reg-
ulated handlers cannot similarly convert
otherwise surplus Class II milk into
Class I utilization without accounting to
the producer-settlement fund at the full
difference between these two utilizations,
i.e., they account at Class I rather than
Class II. There would then appear to be
substantial justification for the same
rate of charge against milk from unregu-
l1ated plants obfained and used in similar
circumstances. .

Notwithstanding the fact that surplus
milk is obviously available to handlers
from time to time, there is no indication
that they have exploited their opportu~
nitles to use such milk. It is concluded,
therefore, In the light of the decision
of the Supreme Court in the Lehigh Val-
ley case, and because of the administra-
tive difficulty in determining whether
particular milk from an unregulated
plant utilized as Class I in this market
actually might have only a surplus value
or cost at source, that the charge should
be limited to the difference between the
Class I price and the market order uni-
form price (weighted average price for
the months of April through July and
September through December), both
adjusted for butterfat content and the
location of the unregulated plant from
which the milk was received.

Although the use of the uniform price
as the subtrahend will not assure com-
plete removal of the minimum price
advantage which may exist for some
milk for the reasons just stated, it never-
theless will serve to minimize this ad-
vantage in such cases. Generally, it
should be an equitable means of provid-
ing a reasonable measure of protection
to the regulatory plan. If subsequent ex-
perience shows that such payment is not
protecting the regulatory plan, then, on
the basis of specific evidence, another
rate of payment or another plan will
need to be devised.

As a means of carrying out the equal-
ization provided by market pooling,
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regulated handlers are required to pay
this minimum uniform price to their own
producers, and in addition, are required
to pay to the producer-settlement fund
the full difference between the Class I
price and such uniform price on all regu-
lated milk classified as Class I because
of its use as fluid milk. Unregulated milk
similarly used as Class I milk by & reg-
ulated handler likewise should carry &
payment to the producer-settlement
fund at least at the same rate as that
required on regulated milk,

If the handler buys regulated milk
at a price in excess of the uniform price,
he receives no credit for this excess pay-
ment in accounting to the producer-
settlement fund. Neither should he re-
ceive credit for any amount paid for
unregulated milk in excess of the uni-
form price. Both the regulated and
unregulated milk, therefore, will be
credited at only the uniform price in
accounting to the producer-settlement
fund.

These payments are not unfair or
burdensome to the dairy farmer supply-
ing the unregulated plant, whose milk is
used as Class I milk by a federally regu-
lated handler. The allowance of a credit
for milk from unregulated plants used
as Class I by the regulated handler at the
uniform price level will provide oppor-
tunity to the unregulated plant operator
to pay his farmers at least the uniform
price on these Class I sales. The order
cannot, of course, guarantee to the dairy
farmer that his purchaser in fact will
pay this full uniform price to him.

The order must contain provisions of
this kind which adequately serve to re-
late to the total scheme of regulation
that milk received by regulated handlers
which is not subject to full regulation.
Otherwise, the very existence of the
marxket pool order may establish the con-
dition which makes impractical the at-
tainment of the regulatory objective of
stabilizing the market in the manner
prescribed by the statute. Consequently,
the Secretary must protect, to the ex-
tent consistent with the Act, the regula-
tory plan in any marketing area against
defeat or impairmeni because of the
introduction into the marketing ares of
milk from unregulated sources which Is
not subject to full regulation.

In this market only limited quantities
of packaged milk are received at pool
plants from unregulated plants. Never-
theless, a rule for dealing with such situ-~
ations must be provided. In the absence
of specific evidence as to the method of
dealing with such receipts, it should be
provided that packaged milk received
from an unregulated plant will be treated
the same as bulk milk,

Producer-handler or governmental
agency surplus, reconstituted milk, non-
Grade A milk. Certain milk by its very
nature must be treated as surplus when
received at market pool plants regulated
by a Federal order and, therefore, must
be assigned a surpius value. Two such
sources are milk received at & regulated
plant, in either bulk or packaged form,
from 2 bproducer-handler (under any
Federal order) or a plant of a govern-
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mental agency exempt from regulation.
Another source is milk produced by the
reconstitution to fluld form of manu-
factured dairy products, such as fluid
skim milk made by the addition of water
to nonfat dry milk. Still another source
is milk of manufacturing grade (non-
Grade A milk) which is not eligible for
disposition for fluid consumption in the
market,

As to milk from these sources & pay-
ment into the producer-settlement fund
at the difference between the Class I and
surplus prices must be required of tho
receiving handler whenever such milk
is allocated to Class I, following “down
allocation” to the extent it can be ab-
sorbed in lower priced uses.

In this order as in most other orders
the producer-handler is exempt from the
pooling and pricing provisions. This ex-
emption is based on the principle that
the producer-handler assumes the bur-
den of disposing of his milk supplies in
excess of his Class I milk needs. Being
exempt from these provisions of the
order makes it possible for the producem
handler to retain the full return from his
Class I sales of milk on routes even
though such sales are in competition
with regulated handlers.

Producer-handlers are primarily en-
gaged in the distribution of Class I milk,
Normally they do not maintain facilities
for processing and manufacturing any
milk produced In excess of the Class I
needs. .Because of seasonality of milk
production and for other reasons, pro-
ducer-handlers will produce some milk
in excess of thelr Class I needs. The best
available outlets for this surplus milk
usually are to fully regulated plants in
the market. In view of a producer-han-
dler’s limited capacity for utilizing excess
supplies of milk, it is often economically
advantageous for him to dispose of such
excess at surplus prices to regulated
handlers. Such milk, therefore, would be
available to reguleted handlers at surplus
prices. Under these circumstances, 1t
would not be appropriate to allow the
regulated handler credit from the pro-
ducer-settliement fund at more than a
surplus price for any such purchases.

Inasmuch as a producer-handler’s ap-
propriate competitive relationship with
other handlers and with other producers
depends upon the producer-handler as-
suming the burden of his own surplus,
an equitable relationship among the sev-
eral groups would not be achleved if a
producer-handler were allowed to dispose
of his surplus and obtain the uniform
price for such surplus.

As long as the producer-handler has
the advantage of enjoying the full bene-
fit of his own Class I route sales without
sharing them with other producers he
should not also receive Class I benefit
from a market pool at the expense of
producers for any of his milk which he
Is unable to sell in such way. Surplus
milk purchases from producer-handlers,
operating under another order have the
same potential for creating disorderly
marketing conditions as surplus from
producer-handlers operating in the local
market. Therefore, no distinction In
treatment should be provided.
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The order should provide, therefore,
that milk received from producer-
handlers at a pool plant should first be
assigned to Class II milk at the pool
plant. If any is then assigned to Class 3,
a payment into the producer-settlement
fund at the Class I surplus price differ-
ence should be applied.

Such rate of payment on receipts by
federally regulated handlers of milk
from producer-handlers was ratified by
Congress at the time provisions of the
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1933, as
amended in 1935, authorizing the issu-
ance *of milk orders, were reenacted by
the passage of the Agricultural Market-
ing Agreement Act of 1937. During the
period between August 24, 1935, and June
3, 1937, the effective date of the latter
Act, six Federal milk orders were Issued
under such Agricultural Adjustment Act.

Two of such milk orders (Greater

* Kansas City, Mo., and Fall River, Mass.),

placed in effect during this period, con-
tained provisions requiring handlers who
use bulk milk received from producer-
handlers in other than the lowest priced
classification to pay the difference be-
tween the class use price and the lowest
class (surplus) price for such milk as
part of the handler’s total obligation for
milk. Such payment was distributed, to-
gether with the classified value of pro-
ducer milk of the handler, through the
market pool®

Governmental agencies operating bot-
{ling plant(s) would be exempt from
regulation under the Miami Valley or-
der. Because of this exemption fluid milk
products received at a pool plant from
such plants which they do not need for
fiuid use should be classified as Class IT
milk. Fluid milk products received by
such plants from a pool plant or a co-
operative association in its capacity as a
handler should be Class I milk.,

A surplus value likewise is properly as-
slgned to reconstituted milk (for in-
stance, the result of combining nonfat
dry milk or condensed milk with water).
The products used in such reconstitu-
tion process are made from milk which
always carries a manufacturing, or sur-
plus value. Producer milk used to pro-
duce such products is priced as surplus.

_ Since the milk used to produce these
products is originally priced as surplus
milk, payment into the producer-settle-
ment fund at the difference between the
Class T and surplus price is necessary to
insure competitive equity with producer
milk when reconstituted milk is used in
Class I. No recognition should be given

877 US.C. sec. 672, which contains the codi-
fied language of sec. 4 of the Agricultural
AMarketing Agreement Act of 1937, as amend-
ed states in paragraph (a) “Nothing in this
Act shall be coustrued as invalidating any
marketing agreement, license, or order, or
any regulation relating to or any provision of,
or any act of the Secretary of Agriculture in
connection with any such agreement, -
cense or order which has been executed, Is-
sued, approved, or done under secs. 601-608,
608a, 608b, 608c, 603d-612, 613, 614619, 620,
623, 624 of this title, but such marketing
agreements, licenses, orders, regulations, pro-
visions, and acts are expressly ratified, legal-
ized, and confirmed.”

No. 115—5
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to processing costs involved in the manu-
facture of the products derived from un-
regulated milk and uzed in reconstitution,
since similar costs are incurred in proc-
essing produced milk into such products.

Nonfat dry milk and condensed milk
also may be added to fiuid milk products
to increase the nonfat solids content thus
making so-called “fortified” fiuld milk
products. The incentive for handlers to
use nonfat milk solids to fortify fluid
milk products arises from the speclfic
demands of consumers. The increased
emphasis on low-fat diets and the hish
nutritional value of nonfat solids in rela-
tion to their weight have contributed to
the increased demand for added nonfat
solids in fluid milk products.

Such products are distinfuished from
reconstituted products, however, in that
the resulting volume of fluld product is
not increased appreciably since no water
is added. The escential economic differ-
ence in the use of milk solids for fortifi-
cation of fluid milk products versus their
use for reconstitution is recoomized in the
class use definitions. The class use defl-
mitions, which provide that the fluid
equivalent of the added solids chall be
Class IT (excepting the minor quantity
of increase in volume of the fortifled
product), and the allocation provisions
which would assign the fluld equivalent
of solids used to Class I millks, accomplish
appropriate accounting and result in o
proper oblization against the handler.

Milk of manufacturing grade is nob
eligible for fluld (Class I) uses under the
requirements of the health authorities
in the market. In dual-purpose plants,
however, such milk could find its way
into Class I in the pool plant, The ap-
propriate value which attaches to such
milk is the surplis price becauce such
price accurately reflects its value eos
manufacturing milk only. The manu-
facturing value is the price which proc-
essors pay for this grade of mills,

Receipts at & market pool plant of
manufacturine prade milk therefore
should be asslgned first to use in Class
IT. But should any manufecturing grade
milk be assigned to Class I, a payment
into the producer-settlement fund at the
difference between the Class I and sur-
plus prices likewize would be necessary
to remove the competitive advantase this
milk would have in relation to producer
milk. Health authorities require that the
source of milk elisible for fiuld consump-
tion (Grade A milk) must be identified.
Any receipts from unidentifiable sources
must therefore be treated as millt of
manufacturing grade.

Receipts jrom other order plants. The
order should provide for the assirnment
to Class I (i.e., to be deducted from £ross
Class I milk in the recelving plant) of
98 percent of packaged fuld milk: prod-
ucts received from a fully regulated plant
under another order. The remaining 2
percent should be asslgned to Class I

The 2 percent may be considered as a
safeguard acainst possible “overassion-
ment” of milk to Class X in the originat-
ing market (.c., the assienment to such
market of a transferred quantity which
is greater, from & practical standpoint,
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than normeally can be dispesed of as
Class I in the receiving mariket). Since
it is reaconable to expect some route re-
turns will be aszociated with intermarizet
transfers just a5 there are in connection
with milkz locally processed in the re-
celving market, a small allowance of 2
percent for such returns, which must
{21l into surplus usze, should be included
to avold such overassignment in Class L.

Prior to cmendments to orders effec-
tive Aunust 1, 1964, a variety of classi-
fication methods had applied to inter-
marizet transfers of bullz millz. Such a
variety of methods could not achieve the
objective of appropriately infezrating
into the respective rezulatory schemes,
in a uniform and consistent way,
intermarket shipments of regmlated
millz, Following the pattern of such
amendments, “surplus” classification
(Class IT milk) should apply whenever
the parties involved azree that the ship-
ment is for manufacturing use in the
gsecond marlet. A higher classification
would result only when it is found on
verification that some portion of the
mill: could not have been used for manu-
facturing uses. This portion would then
be reclassified as Class 1.

Interorder shipments of bullk milk
which are not classified as Class IT by
agreement should be classified as Class
I and Class I on the basis of the market-
wide utilization of producer milk. Such
classification should be limifed, however,
go that the quantity of milk assign=zd to
Class IT is not creater than the receiving
handler has utilized as Class TL.

The order should not provide for mar-
ketvride proration of milk received from
another order plant when the receiving
handler has a greater proportion of milk
in Class II than the average in the re-
celving market. Maoxizetwide proration of
receipts of millz from other markets is
desicned to deal primarily with milk re-
celved by 2 handler who is supplementing
his local supply for Class I use.

Markzetwide proration would tend fo
encourage unduly and uneconomiecally
the importation of mill: by 2 handler with
a hicher proportion of milk in Class I
than the marizet average becanss it would
asslen o disproportionate share of local
producers' millz to Class I

The particular classification which is
glven to bulk transfers from other orders
will be within the control of the recaiv-
in7 hondler and there will be no mone-
tary ohlization placed on him for this
millz by the receiving markef order. In-
asmuch o5 other Federal orders from
which millz might be recaived have pro-
visions corresponding to thosz herein
adopted, the situation vwill nof arise
where mills transferred would be classi-
fied s Class I in the shipping market
and Class IO in this market sines thes
eame classification would apply in both
marels.

Assirming the bullz receipts from other
order plants to the handler's system utili-
zation will prevent a handler with more
than one plant from diseriminating
against elther his own producers or those
supplyine the other Federal order marizet
by importint milk not serving a bona fide
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need for Class I use. It should be pro-
vided, therefore, that assignments of in-
terorder bulk milk should be made over
all utilization of milk at all the handler’s
regulated plants in the receiving mar-
ket. In this order allocation is on a plant-
by-plant basis. Accordingly, provision is
made herein that the allocation of bulk
receipts from other orders at a plant
shell be on a system basis, irrespective of
individual-plant accounting for other
purposes of the order.

Handlers who receive milk from other
orders or from unregulated plants should
be precluded from transferring such milk
to regulated plants of other handlers at
a utilization higher than would have re-
sulted from a direct receipt at the second
plant. Unless the order so provides it
would be possible to use a plant with
high Class I utilization as a conduit for
receiving milk from plants subject to
other orders and avoid the allocation
provisions of the order which apply to
milk received directly from other orders
and from unregulated plants.

In any month in which bulk milk is
received in the market (without agree-
ment as to Class I classification on the
part of the handlers involved in the
transfer) it will be necessary that the ad-
ministrator in the shipping market know
the classification of such milk on or
about the date when handler reports are
due under that order. Since the report-
ing dates under orders are very similar,
it is possible the market administrator
may not have complete information to
compute his exact marketwide utiliza-
tion of producer milk by the time the
classification of a transfer is needed by
the administrator in the shipping mar-
ket.

It is provided, therefore, that, when
necessary, the market administrator will
estimate the marketwide utilization of
producer milk for purposes of determin-
ing the allocation of bulk milk received
from other orders. Such estimate will be
publicly announced to the nearest whole
percentage and, for this purpose, will be
final.

Federal orders generally provide that
the administrator of any order receiving
bulk milk from an other Federal order
will promptly notify the administrator
of the shipping market of the allocation
of such milk so that a compatible clas-
sification on such milk may be applied
under the shipping orders. Information
as to the classification of such milk must
be passed on by the respective adminis-
trators to the handlers involved so that
handlers may know the basis of their
obligation on such milk. This order pro-
vides similarly for such interchange of
information.

Situations may arise where plants sub-
ject to this and another Federal order
ship milk back and forth during the
same month (i.e., each plant ships milk to
the other plant). If such shipments are
of a similar nature (packaged milk, bulk
milk designated for surplus disposal, or
bulk milk not so designated) only trans-
fers of milk between two plants which are
not offset by an equal quantity of milk
received from the second plant need be
considered. Since the classification of

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

this milk in the shipping market is based
upon its allocation in the receiving
market, only the net difference in trans-
ferred quantities (in terms of butterfat
and skim milk separately as may be nec-
essary) need be allocated in the receiving
market. Otherwise, from a mechanical
standpoint, neither market could allo-
cate receipts of milk to classes until all
milk had been classified, including the
shipment to the other market.

5. Class Prices and Location Differen-
tials—Class I prices. Minimum class
prices should be established at a level
which will assure the maintenance of an
adequate, but not excessive, supply of
quality milk for the marketing area, and
at the same time assure the orderly dis-
position of the necessary market reserve
supply.

‘The present Dayton-Springfield order,
which applies to more than 77 percent
of the milk which would be covered by
the new Miami Valley order, provides for
a monthly Class I price computed by
adding $1.24 per hundredweight to a basic
formula price. This amount is subject to
a supply-demand adjustor which re-
flects changes in the relationship of
market receipts and sales for the Dayton-
Springfield and Cincinnati markets
combined. The proponent cooperative as-
sociation proposed the continuation of
such pricing formula and no objections
were raised at the hearing.

A Class I price determined by adding
a differential to a basic formula price
gives appropriate reflection to the eco-
nomic factors underlying changes in the
general level of prices for milk and man-
ufactured dairy products. The market for
manufactured dairy products is nation-
wide and the prices for such products and
the milk used in them refiect, to a large
extent, changes in general economic con-
ditions affecting the supply and demand
for milk. The formula reflects such fac-
tors automatically.

The basic formula price for Class I
pricing presently used in the Dayton-
Springfield order is the average price
paid dairy farmers at manufacturing
plants in Minnesota and Wisconsin for
the preceding month, as reported by the
Department. Such price is adjusted to a
3.5 percent butterfat test by a butterfat
differential obtained by multiplying the
Chicago butter price by 0.120.

Official notice is taken of the findings
in the decision of April 25, 1967, support-
ing the amendment to the Dayton-
Springfield order effective May 1, 1967,
which established the basic formula
price at a minimum of $4.05 for the pur-
pose of pricing Class I milk for each
month for the period May 1, 1967,
through April 1968. Such amendment
also provides for an addition of 20 cents
to the Class I price differential for each
month through April 1968. Similar ac-
tion was taken in other Federal order
markets on the same decision. Such
pricing provisions are included in the
order set forth for similar reason.

A differential over manufacturing
milk prices is necessary to cover the
extra cost of meeting quality require-
ments in the production of milk and to
compensate for transportation costs to

the fluid market where such milk is con-
sumed. The differential thus provides &
necessary incentive for dalry farmers to
produce and dellver an adequate supply
of pure and wholesome milk to meet con-
sumer demands.

Monthly utilization of producer milk
in Class I under the Dayton-Springfield
order generally has ranged from 69 to
87 percent. For the perlods 1965 and 11
months in 1966, utilization of producer
milk in Class I averaged 78.45 and 77.2
percent, respectively. At such utilization
levels, sufficient milk has been avallable
to satisfy bottling needs and to provide
a generally adequate reserve. Milk sup-
plies have been neither excesslve nor
short for any prolonged period. Adoption
of the present method of computing
Class I prices should tend to promote
under the expanded order a reasonable
balance between producer milk supplies
and Class I sales and thus be in con-
formance with the pricing requirements
of the statute. The relatively small addi-
tional receipts and sales to be included
through expansion of the marketing area
should not make a significant difference
in the application of the supply-demand
adjustor now in use.

The Class I price in this market should
have, of course, & reasonable relation-
ship to Class I price levels in other
markets of the region because the main
sources of supply for this market are
contiguous to or overlapping with those
of existing Federal order markets. There
is a substantial intermarket relation-
ship of supply and demand condiffons
ans, therefore, a close similarity of
Class I price levels is desirable. Such
other markets are outlets for most pro-
ducers who supply this market. Also,
milk supplies under the other orders
represent ready salternatlve sources of
supply for this market. As discussed
below under location differentials, the
appropriate intermarket alignment calls
for the application of the same Class I
price throughout the entire marketing
area. There were no proposals for a
different method of determining Class I
price levels.

Class II price. Except for skim milk
used for cottage cheese, the price per
hundredweight for Class II milk should
be the lesser of the Minnesota~Wisconsin
manufacturing price or a formula price
based on the market prices of butter and
nonfat dry milk. The Class IT price for
skim milk used in cottage cheese should
be such lesser price plus 20 cents per
hundredweight.

The major cooperative association pro=
posed the following methods for priciny
Class I1I milk: (1> The lower of the basic
formula price or a price resulting from a
butter-nonfat dry milk formula for milk
used in all Class II items other than
cottagze cheese, and (2) an additional
25 cents for milk used to produce cottaye
cheese,

Proponent testified that the Cluss 1I
price should be at a level that will per=
mit the orderly movement of market
reserves into manufacturing channels
but not be so low that handlers will be
encouraged o procure milk supples
solely for the purpose of converting them
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into Class I products. Proponent also
stressed that the proposal would bring
about better alisnment of Class II prices
with neighboring markets.

Handler opposition was limited to the
application of the 25-cent differential on
the price for producer milk used for cot~
tage cheese as proposed. They contended
that (1) the proposed differential would
create misalisnment of prices with other
markets for such use, placing Dayton
handlers at a price disadvantage on cot-
tage cheese sales, particularly on sales
in other markets, (2) competitive pricing
is essential under today’s improved pack-
aging and rapid transportation, (3)
cottage cheese processors should not be
required to subsidize the butter-nonfat
dry milk manufacturer, and (4) cottage
cheese sales are in a declining trend na~
tionally. One handier engaged in cottage
cheese production suggested @ price dif-
ferential on milk for cottage cheese of
15 cents over other Class II milk.

Official notice is taken of the Under
Secretary’s decision of February 21, 1962
(27T F.R. 1802), to incorporate the Minne-
sota-Wisconsin price series in the Day-
ton-Springfield order as well as 35 other
orders throughout the Midwest as the
basic formula price for computing the
Class I price. Such decision found that
the Minnesota-Wisconsin price series is
a more appropriate measure of manu-
facturing miltk values for such use in the
orders than the basic price formulas
which had been used previously.

Because of its importance in reflecting
manufacturing milk values the Minne-
sota-Wisconsin price series also has been
incorporated as the surplus use price in
many orders throughout the Midwest.
Normally, this price series will establish
& reasonable level of price for milk used
for most manufactured milk products
not requiring Grade A milk,

Typically, the proprietary handlers in
this market process fluid milk, and in
some cases cottage cheese and ice cream.
They do not engage to any great extent
in processing storable dairy products
such as butter, nonfat dry milk, or hard
cheese. The great bulk of the milk in
excess of fluid needs is handled by the
cooperative through its own manufactur-
ing plant which is primarily a nonfat dry
milk plant, although it is also used as a
“balancing” plant for the fiuid market.
Actually, a substantial number of the
handlers have “full supply”- contracts
with the cooperative under which they
need accept only the amount of producer
milk they request. The cooperative offers
such contracts to all handlers. Most of
the market’s reserve milk which cannot
be used in cottage cheese or ice cream is
moved to the association’s manufactur-
ing plant or, on occasion, to other plants
where butter and spray process nonfat
dry milk are the principal items pro-
duced.

The Minnesota-Wisconsin manufac-
turing price will reasonably reflect sur-
plus milk values in this area under most
circumstances. However, in considera-
tion of the importance of butter and
nonfat dry milk as the final uses when
no other outlets are available, it is appro-
priate that an alternative Class__II price
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become effective whenever the Minne-
sota-Wisconsin price exceeds by more
than 10 cents thelr per hundredweight
value as reflected by product prices on
the open market.

Further there Is considerable competi-
tion in some Class XX products by han-
dlers in this and the other nearby mar-
kets as well as overlapping of market
supply areas. This formula will provide
a close intermarket alienment of prices
on milk for those products not requiring
Grade A millz since a similar formula is
in use in neighboring markets,

'The revised Class II price formulg, ap-
plied to 1966 data, results in an increase
in the Class II price. The 1966 weighted
average price for all Class XTI milk at test
(about 4.99 percent) under such amend-
ments would have been about 6 cents per
hundredweight higher. Ofiiclal notice is
taken of the statistical announcements
of the market administrator since the
close of the hearing.

The order should provide also for &
price differential on skim millz in pro-
ducer milk which is used to produce cot-
tage cheese over the general-level for
producer milk used in other manufac-
tured products. -

The major cooperative ascoclation sup-
plying milk to the market proposed that
the price for milk used for cottage
cheese be fixed at o 25-cent differentinl
over the lower of the Minnesota-Y7is-
consin price or the butter-nonfat dry
milk formula price as discusced shove.
Proponent testified that millc for cottage
cheese has an additional value because
the revised State of Ohio Health Code
requires that only milk of the some in-
spected quality as is required for fluid
milk products may be uced. It was con-
tended further that althouch cottage
cheese sales vary fo come extent ceo-
sonally, it is produced on a year-round
basis, requiring a regular supply of millk,
and accounts on the average for nearly
35 percent of all Class IT mills,

Handlers in this market currently rely
entirely on local Grade A supplies of pro-
ducer milk for cottage cheese produc-
tion. Under the State of Ohlio Health
Code they are required to have this mills
or ingredients from milk of equivalent
quality. The largest population centers
in the defined marketing area are Day-
ton and Springfield, which reprezent the
principal market outlets for the cottage
cheese produced by handlers.

As found above, producer milkz dis-
posed of in manufacturing uses should
be priced under the order at o level
which will result in the orderly market-
ing of such milk, Within this concept,
however, the price level should be that
which will provide the highest possible
returns to producers. If there is addi-
tional value in producer milk for cottare
cheese purposes, such value should be
reflected in the returns to producers.

In this market handlers choosing not
to use producer milk in making cottage
cheese would need to import dry cottage
cheese curd or nonfat dry millz, In efther
case, the quality of the other source milk
would have to be equivalent to that of
local producer milk since manufacturing
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grade milk may not be used for this
product.

There ore no dependable sources of
graded milk for this purpose within the
normpol millished area from which pro-
ducer millz s supplied to the market.
The only nearby millz of the necessary
quality is attached to other fluid mar-
Ekets in Ohio ond Indianza and would be
available only sporadically. In view of
the cost involved in purchaosing milk,
dry curd or nonfaf dry millz from more
distant cources, come differential zbove
the general level of the Class IT price
adopted hereln is reasonable to reflect
the factor.of mill: quality and cost
involved.

It Is reasonable that the refurn to pro-
ducers above the regular Class IT price
should at least partially offset the cost
which they have incurred to deliver millz
to the handler at the city location for
cottare cheeze, as compared to putting
it to manufocturing uss. A 20-cent
differential over the lescer of the MMin-
nesofa-Wisconsin price or the butter-
nonfat dry millr formula price should
achieve this purpoze while maintaining
such ouflet for producer milln

‘Testimony of handlers contended that
the differential proposed by producers
misht place them at a competitive dis-
edvantage relative to handlers in other
markets who would have 2 somewhat
lower cost. Handlers pointed out that
they are competinz for coifage cheess
cales In other areas, some of which are
at o considerable distance from Dayton,
where local cottage cheese need not be
made from graded millks. In support of
this position one handler spscifically
propozed limiting the differential to 15
cents per hundredwelght over the lower
of the producers’ proposad formuls
prices.

Under normal circumstances the ap-
plication of o 20-cent differential should
not adversely affect the handlers’ com-
petitive position in the Miami Valley
marzet, There would be additional cost
Involved to substitute prepared curd or
nonfat dry milk derived from outside
Grade A milk and some transporfation
cost is Involved when competitive cottaze
cheese is distributed from other marizets
in local competition.

The oddition of 20 cenfs pozsibly could
affect o handler’s competitive position in
sellinz in other markets, althouzh such
amount I3 equivalent fo less than 2
cents per pound on the finished product
varyiny somewhat depending on yield.
Mill: should not be priced under this
order, however, at a level which en-
courages a mill: supply of such propor-
tions that lgeal handlers are induced to
seelk substantial cottage cheesz outlets in
other marl:ets. 23illz supplies are not ex-
cecsive in this market in relation to the
Class I requirements of local handlers
and should bz directed to Class I uses
to the greatest extent pozsible.

The special Class II price should apply
up to the amount of skim milk in pro-
ducer millz assicned to the handler’s eot-
tage cheece utilization. Within this limif,
the charge should apply even thouch the
hondler uses some nonfat dry milkz or dry
curd in making cottage cheese. This is
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oonsistent with the regulatory scheme of
the order whereby producer milk gener-
ally has priority assignment to highest~
priced uses over other source milk in a
form interchangeable with it for the uses
involved.

The charge should not apply, however,
in the case of cottage cheese curd which
a handler has imported for use in mak-
Ing cottage cheese. This cottage cheese
curd is not interchangeable with pro-
ducer skim milk for the manufacturer of
other Class II products. Thus, its assign-
ment to other Class II uses in order that
producer skim milk could be assigned to
cottage cheese production would not be
appropriate. The 20-cent charge should
be applicable to both the skim milk used
by the handler in making cottage cheese
curd and the skim milk confained in
cream which he may subsequently add to
the curd in making creamed cottage
cheese,

Butterfat differentials. Milk in each
class is priced to handlers at a basic test
of 3.5 percent, subject to adjustment for
variations in the proportions of skim
milk and butterfat used in each class.
This is accomplished by adjusting the
class prices to each handler by appro-
priate butterfat differentials.

The values resulting from multiplying
the Chicago butter price by 0.120 for
Class I milk and 0.115 for Class IT milk
will provide an appropriate means for
adjusting the prices in the market for
each one-tenth percent variation in the
butterfat content of milk used in various
products. Use of the Chicago butter price
as & basls for establishing butterfat dif-
ferentials provide assurance for both
producers and handlers that such differ-
entials will reflect changes in butterfat
values on the national market.

Producers’ proposal to reduce the Class
I butterfat differential to 0.12 times the
average butter price (presently 0.127)
and the Class IT butterfat differential to
0.115 (presently about 0.12) times the
butter price, should be adopted. They ob-
jected to the reduction in the total value
of Class I milk, which has occurred in
recent years due to the present Class I
butterfat differentials and the declining
butterfat content of all Class I milk. It
was their position that with the decrease
in demand for butterfat in fluid milk
products, the butterfat differential should
be reduced in order that the nonfat solids
portion of milk would more nearly reflect
its proportion of the Class I value.

The average butterfat content of Class
I milk decreased from about 3.65 percent
in 1957 to 3.4 percent in 1966. This de-
crease reflects the general decline in the
butterfat content of most Class I milk
products. Sales in 1966 of Class I products
of 3.5 percent butterfat content or more,
decreased an average of abouf 2.5 per-
cent, from 1965, On the other hand, Class
I products of less than 3.5 percent butter-
fat content increased an average of about
17 percent. These low-fat products have
Increased from about 19 percent of total
Class I sales in 1965 to about 23 percent
in 1966, reflecting a continuing upward
trend in the sales of such products in
recent years.
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Producers further requested a lower
Class I butterfat differential to reduce
the value of bhufterfat which must be
used in manufactured products. The de~
clining use of butterfat in Class I prod-
ucts has resulted in more butterfat used
in Class II products. They pointed out
that because most nearby Federal order
markets use the proposed Class II factor
in their formulas, it is essential to have
like factor to assure the orderly dispo-
sition of surplus milk from this market in
competition with other markets. The pro-
posed Class IT butterfat differential is in
Iine with differentials of the nearby Cin-
cinnati and Northwestern Ohio markets
and will contribute to uniformity of
pricing for Class II milk in these markets.
Thus, the lower Class I butterfat differ-
ential will remove any price disadvantage
to the association in handling reserve
milk for the market. Therefore, the pro-
ducers’ proposal should be adopted.

‘The producer butterfat differential has
the purpose of prorating returns among
producers to the extent their milk differs
from the basic 3.5 percent butterfat test,
The butterfat differential thus used in
making uniform price payments to pro-
ducers should be calculated at the aver-
age value for use of producer butterfat
in the two classes. This would be the
average of the Class Tand Class IT butjer-
fat differentials weighted by the propor-
tion of butterfat in producer milk classi-
fied in each class. Thus, producer returns
for butterfat will reflect changes In the
use of their butterfat in each class.

Since the Class I butterfat differential
herein adopted is identical to that pres-
ently used for the producer butterfat
differential, and Class I butterfat rep-
resents about 70 percent of the total
butterfat, only a minor reduction in the
producer butterfat differential will oceur
because of the reduction of the Class I
butterfat differential.

Location differentials. The Class I and
uniform prices should be adjusted for the
location of the plant at which the milk
is received.

The major producer association pro-
posed a schedule of location adjustments,
in line with the cost of moving milk to
the market, designed to bring about
price uniformity f.o.b. market to han-
dlers who may receive milk for Class I
use from different sources at varying
distances from the market.

Fluid milk products, because of their
bulky, perishable nature, incur a rela-
tively high transportation cost. The value
at the distant peint is thereby reduced
compared to milk delivered directly from
the farm to a distributing plant in the
market. Providing location differentials
related to the cost of moving milk to
the market is necessary to insure price
uniformify under the order of Class I
milk among handlers, regardless of their
sources of supply.

Handlers distribute milk in this mar-
ket from plants which are not located
in one central city, but rather are located
in several cities in and near the market.
Most handlers distribute milk through-
out the marketing area. If price uniform-
ity for Class I milk is to be maintained

among handlers, the same Class I price
should apply to all plants within this
compact marketing area. The same Class
I price has applied to all such plants un-
der the present order. Further, the ap-
plication of no location adjustment with-
in this area should assure an adequate
supply of milk for these handlers com-
peting in the same area for producer
milk supplies.

From all locations within or nenr the
marketing area adopted herein, milk can
move efficiently from farms directly to
pool distributing plants without assem-
bly at supply plants. At present all pro-
ducer milk moves to pool distributing
plants in this manner. Thus, it is not pos-
sible to distinguish differences in the
value of producer milk delivered directly
to plants within such area. Consequently,
no location adjustments should be ap-
plicable within the marketing area.
There were no proposals for a different
method of determining Class I price
levels.

For milk recelved at a plant located
outside the marketing area and beyond
50 miles from any of several basing
points, location adjustments should ap-
ply. Such adjustments should apply to
milk classified as Class X and, with cer-~
tain limitations, to fluld milk products
transferred from such a plant to an-
other pool plant as Class I milk, The
basing points from which location ad-
justment credits would be computed
should be the main Post Offices in Day~
ton, Piqua, Springfleld, Urbansa, and Wil-
mington, Ohlo. No location adjustment
would apply at any plant located outside
the marketing ares which is within 50
miles of the nearest of such basing points.
Use of these basing points, which rep-
resent sizable communities located near
the perimeter of the marketing area, will
insure a constant level of Class I price
throughout the marketing area.

‘The Class I price applicable st more
distant plants should be reduced 6 cents
if the plant is more than 50 miles from
the nearest basing point, plus an addi-
tional 1.5 cents for each 10 miles or frac-
tion thereof that such distance exceeds
60 miles. Such rate of differential re-
flects the approximate cost of transport-
ing milk to markef by efficient means,
It is a rate that has been generally ac-
cepted for use in Federal milk orders.
Also, such schedule will maintain Class
I prices at plants at various locations
which are reasonably allgned with prices
in other nearby markets to provide an
equitable basls for intermarket competi=
tion in procurement.

Uniform prices to be pald producers
supplying plants at which location differ-
entials are applicable Hkewlse should be
adjusted on similar basis to reflect the
value of the milk at the plant where
received from the farm.

No location adjustment should apply
to Class II milk, Manufactured dairy
products are much less perishable and
the components of manufactured prod-
ucts may be transported in manufac-
tured form, The record does not indicate
that there is value in the milk used for
manufacturing purposes which oan be
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equated to plant location with respect
to this market.

Iocation differentials to handlers on
Class I milk are credited from pool funds
and are deductible from returns to pro-
ducers computed at the f.o.b. market
Class I value. They therefore should be
held to the minimum which will accom-
modate the movement of the necessary
supplies of milk to fulfill the require-
ments of the Class I market. As pre-
viously stated, this market has been sup-
plied, up to the present, almost entirely
by milk shipped directly from farms to
pool distributing plants. There is not
-now, and never has been, a supply plant
attached to this market other than the
“market equalization” plant of the local
cooperative association located at Day-
ton. While the market has relied to a
minor extent upon sources other than
producer milk to fulfill Class I demands,
it is desirable for marketing efficiency
that the direct-shipped milk be utilized
to the fullest extent possible for Class I
purposes. Under usual conditions, this
milk should be assigned to Class I use
at the handlers’ plant before franspor-
tation allowance is given for milk im-
ported from distant plant sources.

Some tolerance should be allowed,
however, in the assignment to Class I
of milk brought in from pool supply
plants. A representative of certain Wis-
consin cooperatives suggested that milk
from supply plants be prorated to Class
I along with direct-delivered producer
milk for the purpose of providing loca-
tion adjustment credits. The effect of
this proposal would be to increase the
amount of transportation credit avail-
able to cover the cost of importing dis-
tant plant supplies as needed to supple-
ment nearby producer milk,

The greater the amounts deducted for
transportation the lower the uniform
price will be. At present the market Is
fullg supplied with milk costing the di-
rect-ship producer an average of 27 cents
per hundredweight to deliver to market.
If the order is to encourage the procure-
ment of milk for the market at the low-
est possible cost, the direct-ship pro-
ducers should not have to pay for the
transportation of their own milk and, in
addition, help to pay for the importation
of more distant milk at & significantly
higher transportation cost unless they
are unable to fulfill the market’s needs

_ab reasonable prices. ~

In the event, however, a handler needs
more distant milk, his cost should not be
excessive in relation to those handlers
with adequate quantities of direct-ship
milk. Therefore, if the handler receiving
the milk from the pool supply plant has
direct-delivered producer milk supplies
less than 110 percent of his Class I milk
during the month, milk received from
pool supply plants should be assigned to
Class I ona prorata basis with the direct-
shipped miik, other order milk and un-
regulated supply plant milk subject to
Jocation credit.

This pro rata assignment to Class I
disposition in the pool distributing plant
“of all producer milk, whether received di-
rectly from producers’ farms or from an-
other pool plant, will reduce whatever
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cost advantage handlers purchasiny milk
directly from producers’ farms enjoy as
compared to those who purchase come
milk from supply plants.

To mitipate any abuse of location cred-
its the assienment of Class I milk to
transferor plants should be made in each
instance, first at plants at which no loca-
tion adjustment credit is applicable, and
then in sequence beginning with the
plants at which the lowest amount of
adjustment credit would apply. For pur-
poses of uniformity, the came provision
would apply to any shipment of bulk or
packaged fluld milk products between
pool plants,

The major cooperative association
proposed to include in the order o defini-
tion of “reload point.” Their purpose in
establishing the reload point was to pro-
vide location pricing at points beyond 70
miles of Dayton where bull: tank millc
is reloaded and commingled en route to
distributing plants in the Miami Valley
market as well as at supply plants. While
there are no reload points beyond such
distance from the market at this time,
proponent stated that a reload point
definition would assist to modernize the
regulatory program.

In contrast to the present situation,
the producers’ proposal would price pro-
ducer milk at more distant reload points
(beyond the 70-mile radius from Day-
ton) on the basls of the schedule of loca-
tion differentinls applicable for supply
plants. In fact, certain similarities of
function between supply plants and re-
Joad points were referred to in the rec-
ord. Proponent also stated its belief that
producer identification would be assisted
where distant milk is involved.

A representative of certain Wizconsin
cooperatives and o representative of the
State of Wisconsin opposed the location
pricing of milk at reload points, as pro-
posed by the local cooperative, on the
basis that it might result in less oppor-
tunity for distant milk to compete for
market outlets in the Miami Valley mar-
keting area. A Dayton handler expresced
opposition to adoption of a reload point
definition at this time on the ground that
reload points are not a significant factor
at this time and that more experience is
needed to develop a proper application.

We conclude that this record does not
show a sufficient need for differentiating
the pricing of milk at reload points based
on their location.

At present there are five points in the
milkshed at which the bulk tank milk of
producers is reloaded. All such reload
points are located within 70 miles of
Dayton. Reloading is done at the con-
venience of the hauler, presumably for
efficiency in transportation. As in the
case of direct shippers, the producers in-
volved pay the full hauling charge for the
distance between their farms and the
distributing plant in the market where
the milk is received. Individual producer
milk welght and butterfat test data ac-
company the milk to the plant.

There has been no experience in this
market with more distant reload opera-
tions although the assoclation’s proposal
presumes that In such cases the handler
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would incur the hauling cost batween the
reload point and his distributing plant.
While the latter is likely in the case of
milk moved from supply plants, it may
not necezsarily be the cass, however, with
respect to reloaded millz. We believe a
wiser cource is to gain further experi-
ence with reloading operations in order
that any provision for pricing reloaded
mill: moy take into account factors and
experlence which could not be explored
on this reccord. For these reasons, the
propozed definition of reload point for
pricing purposss is denied.

Use of equiralent prices. If for any rea-
son & price quotation or factor required
by the order for computing class prices
or for other purposes is not available in
the manner dezcribed, the order should
provide for use of a price or factor dater-
mined by the Szcretary to be equivalent
to that specified. As indicated in the par-
tial declsion on this record issued Febru-
ary 14, 1967, there may be unavoidable
occasions when a price or factor ordi-
narlly employed in the order becomes
unavailable. Including a provision in the
oxder for determination of an equivalent
will leave no uncertainty with respect to
the procedure which shall be followed in
the abcence of any price quotation or
factor and thereby will prevent any un-
necezsary iInterruption in the operation
of the order and its important pricing
function.

6. Revising and reissuing the entire
order—{a) Distribution of proceeds to
producers. The order should contain pro-
vislons which describe the means where-
by payments made by handlers for
milkz at class prices are converted to uni-
form prices to be paid to producers. The
provisions should specify also the ferms
under which such payments must be
made.

‘The order should provide for market-
wide pooling of the value of producer
milz used by all handlers. Under a mar-
ketwide pool, the total money oblization
of all handlers in the market is combined
to compute a uniform price applicable
to all producer milk. To accomplish this
purpose it is necessary that there be an
exchange of money among handlers such
that each handler is enabled to pay the
marketwide uniform price. The transfer
of money would bz made through a pro-
ducer csettlement fund, as hereinafter
discussed, operated by the market ad-
ministrator.

Each handler would pay into the pro-
ducer-settlement fund any plus differ-
ence of the value of his producer milkz at
class prices over its value at the market
uniform price. A handler whose producer
millz bas a lezzer use value at the class
prices than at the market uniform price
would recelve payment at such difference
from the producer-settlement fund. This
arrangement enables each handler to pay
the uniform price to producers irrespze-
tive of his own uce of milkz, The operation
of marketwide pooling as applicable in
this market would be subject to 2 modifi-
caton commonly known as a seasonal
Incentive (“Louisville”) plan, deseribed
elzewhere In these findings.

‘The Dayton-Springfield order has pro-
vided for marketwide pooling for the
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more than 20 years of s operation in
the market. The continuance of market-
wide pooling was proposed by the coop-
erative association supporting the ex-
pansion of the order to a larger
marketing area. It proposed marketwide
pooling to insure that each producer sup-
plying the market will receive his pro rata
share of returns for the Class I and Class
IT utilization. Marketwide pooling is con-
sidered necessary in this market to pre-
vent unequal allocation of the burden of
market reserves on producers. There was
no objection at the hearing to this meth-
od of pooling.

The marketwide pooling of returns to
producers will promote efficient handling
of milk in the area as expanded. The
enlarged marketing area and its supply
areg encompass & fairly wide geographi-
cal territory in which the supply of milk
readily available for some plants varies
considerably from the supply at others.
Most handler plants disposing of
in the proposed marketing area have lit-
tle, if any, facilities for manufacturing
reserve milk. Such plants normally limit
their receipts of producer milk to the
quantity needed for Class I and procure
supplemental supplies for Class I use as
needed,

One of the cooperative’s plants is the
major manufacturing facility and pro-
vides an avallable outlet through which
proprietary handlers can readily market
surplus milk, Thus, the latter plant is
able to carry adequate supplies of milk
on a year-round basis. The marketwide
pool will enable any handler who has
manufacturing facilities or the coopera-
tive association to handle reserve sup-
plies and yet be able to pay producers the
same price as is paid by handlers who do
not assume the responsibility of carry-
ing the necessary reserve.

As earlier stated, a large part of the
milk supply for handlers in this market
is furnished by the cooperative associa-
tion on a full supply basis. A marketwide
pool also will make it possible for han-
dlers, including any cooperative asso-
ciation, to divert to nonpool plants re-
serve milk supplies when these are not
needed by pool plants but return to the
producers of such milk the uniform price.
Without marketwide pooling, the main
burden of the Class II returns could fall
upon members of the cooperative asso-~
ciation, The handling of reserve milk by
the cooperative is a necessary service to
the market in insuring an adequate sup-
ply at all times.

A marketwide pool, on the other hand,
will result in equitable distribution
among all producers of the lower re-
turns from reserve milk rather than
placing the burden of such milk on cer-
taln producers. It will thereby contribute
to market stability and the attainment
of an adequate and dependable supply of
producer milk for the market.

The “Louisville seasonal pricing plan”
should be retained.

The Louisville seasonal pricing plan
under the Dayton-Springfield order pro-
vides for the withholding from the uni-
form price for each of the months of
April, May, June, and July, respectively,
of 20, 25, 25, and 20 cents per hundred-~
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welght of producer miltk, Accumulated
funds are paid back to producers on their
September, October, November, and
December milk on the basis of the follow-
ing percentages of such monies: 20, 30,
30, and 20 percent, respectively. The
Louisville plan provision has been
amended twice since its adoption in 1953.
In 1957, the month of September was
added as one of the “pay-back” months.
In April 1964, the “take-out” rates were
reduced for April, May, June, and July
from 20, 35, 35, and 30 cents, respectively,
to 20, 25, 25, and 20 cents.

A dairy farmer representing s small
group of producers on the Dayton mar-
ket proposed elimination of the Louis-
ville plan. He contended that producers
are now able to produce milk in a more
even seasonal pattern than when the
Louisville plan was adopted some 14
years ago. Furthermore, that this at-
tainment of a relatively even seasonal
production fulfills the purpose of the
Louisville plan and thus the plan is no
longer needed. He stated that the plan
withholds monies during the spring
months when farmers most need their
returns from milk for the purchase of
farm supplies. He stated further that
monies which must be borrowed by pro-
ducers during the spring months to meet
expenses carry a higher interest rate
than those earned by funds withheld for
payment back to producers in the fall
“pay-back” months. In further support
he pointed to higher returns possible at
Northeastern Ohio (f.0.b. market) blend
prices compared to Dayton-Springfield
(f.ob. market) blend prices.

The representative of the prinecipal
cooperative association, which represents
a large majority of producers on the
market, opposed elimination of the sea-
sonal incentive plan. As earler stated,
the association is the principal handler
of reserve milk on this market, both
weekly and seasonally. This witness
pointed out that average daily deliveries
per producer for the fall months have
substantially improved from 82 percent
of spring month deliveries in 1953 (the
first year of the Louisville plan), to about
98 percent of such deliveries in 1959-63.

He observed, on the other hand, that
Immediately following a reduction of
‘withholding rates in 1964, the seasonality
of producer deliveries increased some-
what. The ratio of fall deliveries to spring
deliveries achieved in the years 1959-
63, decreased to 95 percent in 1966.
The cooperative’s witness contended that
to remove the seasonal pricing incentive
would (1) necessitate, at increased cost
to the market, facilities to handle the
increase in volume of producer milk
surplus in the spring months, which
would be costly to maintain during other
periods of decreased production, and (2)
disrupt the seasonal alignment of prices
with nearby markets.

The primary purpose of the seasonal
production incentive plan is to induce
dairy farmers to increase fall production
in relation to spring production, thus to
encourage a more even pattern of milk
deliveries throughout the year. It pro-
vides & continuing inducement to dairy
farmers to Increase production during
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the period of greatest Class I demand
and at the time of the year when produc-
tlon costs tend to be highest. The Louls-
ville plan is the main incentive (other
than the relatively small seasonal
changes in the basic formula price) pro-
vided for maintaining seasonal produc-
tion in line with Class I sales and thus
reducing the burden of handling sea-
sonal surplus to the benefit of all
producers.

‘We are in accord with the view that
greater efficiency in handling the milk
supply will be achieved if an even pattern
of production exists and that the Louls-
ville plan should be continued as a means
of insuring this condition.

While these western Ohio counties are
an area of common supply for the Day-
ton-Springfield and Northeastern Ohio
markets, dairy farmers who ship milk
directly to the Northeastern Ohio market
will incur hauling charges reflecting the
greater distance to the Northeastern
Ohio marketing area. Plants located in
the Northeastern Ohlo market area are
at least 150 miles from this supply area
while the distance to Dayton-Springfield
outlets is 60 miles or less. Any Northeast-
ern Ohio regulated plant located in this
supply area would be subject to & location
adjustment of 22 cents (based on 150«
mile distance).

While Jevels of minimum blend prices
for the Dayton-Springfleld market may
not be appropriately compared to the
minimum blend price level for the North-
eastern Ohio market without sllowanco
for the relative distances of the markets
from the producer’s farm, a proper com-
parison which nevertheless may favor
the Northeastern Ohio market does not
adequately support elimination of the
Louisville plan from this market. It may
simply indicate that the other market
may be a more lucrative one for the
producer’s milk. The proposed elimina-
tion of the Louisville seasonal pricing
plan therefore is denied.

Producer-settlement fund, Inasmuch
as all producers will receive payment at
the marketwide uniform price each
month (adjusted during certain months
for “Louisville plan” payments), and be-
cause the payment due from each
handler at the applicable class prices
may be more or less than he i3 required
to pay directly to his producers, a specific
method of balaneing these differences s
necessary.

For this purpose the order should
provide for a producer-settlement fund
to be operated by the market adminig-
trator. A handler whose obligation at
class prices according to hiz utilization
is more than he is required to pay his
producers, shall pay such difference into
the producer-settlement fund. A handler
who is required to pay less according to
his utilization than he is required to pay
his producers shall recelve such differ-
ence from the producer-settlement fund,

For efficlent functioning of the fund, a
reasonable operating reserve should be
set aside each month to cover such conw«
tingencies as the failure of a handler to
pay his monthly billing promptly or for
making additional payments due a han-
dler from the fund by reason of audit
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adjustments. The reserve would be a re-
volving fund to be adjusted each month
by withholding from the pool computa-
tion not less than four cents nor more
than 5 cents per hundredweight of pro-
ducer milk. One-half of the unobligated
reserve so accumulated would be added
to the next monthly pool in computing
the uniform price. This would continue
the same arrangement as is currently
in operation under the Dayton-Spring-
field order.

If the balance in the producer-settle-
ment fund is insufficient to cover the
payments due handlers, the -market
administrator should uniformly reduce
payments per hundredweight to such
handlers. In order to minimize such
occurrences, milk received by any
handler who has failed to make the
required payments for the preceding
month would not be included in the
computation of the uniform price. The
remaining amounts due such handlers
should be paid as soon as the balance in
the fund is sufficient to meet such pay-
ments. Producers, in turn, must receive
full payment from handlers.

Any payments on partially regulated
milk received by the market adminis-
trator from any handler also would be
deposited in the producer-settlement
fund. Money thus deposited would be
included in the uniform price computa-
tion and thereby distributed to all
producers on the market.

Payments to preducers and coopera-
tive associations. Each handler should
pay each producer (for whom payment
is not made to a cooperative association)
not less than the uniform price, adjusted
by butterfat and location differentials,
for milk received from him. Provision
should be made also for a cooperative
association, if it so desires, to receive
payment at the uniform price for pro-
ducer milk marketed by it to other
handlers. Payment to the individual
producer should be made on or before
the 17th day of the following month. A
partial payment covering milk he de-
livers during the first 15 days of the
-month should be made on or before the
27th day of such month. These are the
present arrangements under the Day-
ton-Springfield order.

The Dayton cooperative’s proposed
rate of partial payment to producers
or cooperatives -of the Class I price
rounded to the nearest 50 cents, should
be adopfed. It was the cooperafive’s posi-
tion that the partial payment should
more nearly reflect changes in the Class
II price rather than does the present
schedule of fixed rates. The fixed rates
in the present order have been sub-
stantially less than Class IT price in re-
cent periods.

- A handier opposed the proposed rate
of partial payment on the basis it would
represent an excessive “investment” on
.the part of handlers. This handler ob-
jected to paying producers for their milk
prior to his receipt of payment for fin-
ished products made from the milk.

The arrangement elected by the
handler for receiving payment for his
finished products should not be a factor
to postpone a timely and Treasonable
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partial payment rate to producers. It
is therefore concluded that the partial
payment of the Class IX price (rounded
to the nearest 50 cents) for milk deliv-
ered to g handler during the 15 days
of the month, on the 27th of the month
should he provided.

The Act provides for the payment by
handlers to cooperative associations for
milk delivered on behalf of members and
permits the reblending of all proceeds
from the sale of member millks, There-
fore, each handler, if o requested,
should pay a cooperative ascoclation
with respect to producers for whom it
is authorized to collect the full amount
due for their milk, in lleu of making
payments to the individual producers.

Handlers should be required to pay
the association 1 day before payment is
required to be made to individual pro-
ducers. This will enable the association
to pay producers for whom it markets
milk on the same date that other pro-
ducers are to be paid by handlers. An
association, however, should provide for
reimbursement of any loss incurred be-
cause of an improper claim,

The collection of payments for milk of
producers for whom it markets milk will
assist an association in facllitating the
transfer and diversion of mill: among
handlers and aid in the orderly move-
ment of reserve milk to other plants
either by transfer or diversion for manu-
facturing use. Thus, a cooperative asso-
ciation will be better able to discharpe
its responsibilities to its members and

' give service to the market.

A handler also should be required to
pay a cooperative association for all milkc
purchased during the month from such
association in its capacity as a handler
on or before the 16th day of the follow-
ing month. In the event the cooperative
is the handler for producer milk delivered
directly (including milk reloaded from
one tank truck to another) from the
farm to another handler’s plant, such
payment should be made at not lezs than
the uniform price adjusted by the ap-
plicable butterfat and location adjust-
ments. For other milk which a coopera-
tive may deliver from its plant to another
handler’s plant, payment chould be at
the class prices according to the classifi-
cation of milk transferred.

At the time settlement is made for
milk received from producers the han-
dler should be required to furnish to
each producer (or his cooperative as-
sociation) a supporting statement. This
statement should show the pounds and
butterfat tests of milk recelved from
such producer, the rate of payment for
such milk and the description of any
deduction claimed by the handler in
order that the producer moy kmow the
basis on which he is paid.

‘The principal cooperative pssoclation
proposed a revision in the presently em-~
ployed method by which producers re-
ceive payment for milk from handlers.
The assoclation propozal would replace
the present system with one under which
each handier would pay Into the pro-
ducer-settlement fund his full clacs price
use value of milk and the market od-
ministrator would take over the tack of
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paying the Individual producers (or in
come caces thelr cooperatives) at the
uniform price. Reasons given by pro-
ponent in support of this propasal vere
that (1) it would identify the handler's
total cost of millz with his oblization fo
the producer-settlement fund, and (2
it would definitcly establish a date of
producer payment on a uniform hasis
among all handlers.

One handler who purchasss consider-
able quantities of millz from nonmem-
ber producers testified in opposition to
the adopton of these propozed payments
to the producer-zettlement fund. This
handler and nonmember producer ship-
ping millz to his plant indicated their
preference to continue to be paid for
their milk by the handler.

‘The proposed producer payment plan
chould not be adopted. Tine problem
ralsed concerniny prompt payment for
mills ceemed to be related to the pro-
vision of the present order which per-
mits the cooperative asscciation and the
hondler to come to an asreement as to
which of them will be accountable to the
pool for milk marketed. Contrarily, the
requirement of the revised provision vill
be that the handler must account fo
the cooperative at not less than the uni-
form price and will bz required to pay
to the market administrator any balance
of his classified use value over its value
ot the uniform price. Tais revision should
virtually eliminate the type of problem
prezented by the cooperative.

The record evidence fails to show a
history of late or delinquent payments
required to be made by handlers rezu-
lated by the Dayton-Springfield order.
Without more indication of a need for
the proposed provisions to solve a2 mar-
keting problem for producers or their
cooperatives or some administrative
problem which may not be resolved by
the changes adopted herein, it would
be difficult to find on the evidence that
the plan proposed by the producers is a2
necezcary feature of an order in this
market at this time. Such plan therefore
is denfed.

(b) Administrative provisions. Certain
other provislons are needed in the order
to carry out the administrative steps nee-
essary to accomplish the purposes of the
propased rezulation. Except for updating
of lanzuage for clarity and consistency,
these terms are generally the same as
have applied for many years under the
Dayton-Springfield order to more than
17 percent of the milk which will be sub-~
Ject to pricing under the Miami Valley
order. The proponent cooperative asso~
ciatlon testified as to their importance
and requested their continued applica-
tion under the expanded order.

(1) Terms and definitions. In addition
to the definitions discussed earlier in this
declsion which establish the scope of
regulation, certain other terms and defi~
nitions are desirable for the purpose of
brevity and to assure that each use of
the term implies the same meaning. Such
terms, as defined in the attached order,
are common to most Federal orders.

(2) Marl:et adminisiraior. The order
should provide for the appointment by
the Secretary of a market administrator

15, 1967
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to administer the order and should set
forth powers and duties of the market
administrator.

(3) Records and reporits. Provisions
should be included in the order requiring
handlers to maintain adequate records
of their operations and to make the
reports necessary to establish the proper
classification and pricing of milk and
payments due producers for milk. Ob-
viously, time limits must be prescribed
for filing such reports and for making
payments to producers. Similarly, dates
must be established for the announce-
ment of prices by the market admin-
istrator.

It is essential that handlers’ reports
be submitted to the market adminis-
trator not later than the seventh day of
each month. The market administrator
should announce the uniform price for
the previous month’s milk on or before
the 12th day of each month. The market
administrator should also notify han-
dlers of the amount due on milk handled
during the month on or before the 12th
day after the end of the month to per-
mit sufficient time for handlers to submit
payments due to the producer-settlement
fund on or before the 14th day after the
month. The payroll report of each han~
dler should be submitted to the market
administrator on or before the 20th day
of each month. It should include such
information as weights, butterfat tests,
payments for milk and authorized
deductions.

Handlers must maintain and make
available to the market administrator all
records and accounts of their operations
which are necessary to determine the
accuracy of the information reported to
the market administrator or any other
information upon which the classifica-
tion of producer milk depends. The mar-
ket administrator likewise must be per-
mitted to check the accuracy of weights
and tests of milk and milk products re-
celved and handled and to verify all pay-
ments required under the order.

Detailed reports to the market admin-
istrator by handlers would be used also
to determine whether plants qualify as
pool plants.

The market administrator should re-
port to each cooperative association,
which so requests, the percentage of milk
delivered by its members and utilized
in each class at each pool plant receiving
such milk. For the purpose of this report
the percentage of members’ milk in each
pool plant should be prorated in the pro-
portion that producer milk was utilized
by that handler. These reports are neces-
sary for cooperative associations to mar-
ket their member milk efficiently so that
aveilable producer milk will be chan-
neled to Class I uses to the fullest extent
possible.

It is necessary that handlers retain
records to prove the utilization of the
milk received and that proper payments
were made therefor. Since the books of
all handlers associated with the market
cannot be audited immediately, it is nec-
essary that such records be kept for a
reasonable period of time. The order
should provide limitations on the period
of time handlers shall be required to
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retain books and records and on the
period of time in which obligations
under the order should terminate.

The obligations of any handler under
the order shall terminate 2 years after
the last day of the month during which
the market administrator receives the
handler’s utilization report on the milk
involved in such obligation, unless the
handler fails or refuses to make avail-
able all required books and records or a
handler's obligation involves fraud or
willful concealment of a fact. The provi-
sions made in this order are identical in
principle to those adopted for all milk
orders in operation on July 30, 1947, fol-
lowing the Secretary’s decision of Janu-
ary 26, 1949 (14 F.R. 444). Official notice
of such decision is taken. The reasons for
such provisions as are set forth in that
decision are similarly applicable to the
sitnation in this market and the provi-
sions should be adopted in this order for
proper administration.

4. Expense of administration. The Act
reguires handlers to pay the cost of oper-
ating an order through an assessment on
milk handled. Each handler should be
required to pay to the market adminis-
trator, as his proportionate share of the
cost of administering the order, 2 cents,
or such lesser amount as the Secretary
may prescribe, on all receipts within the
month of producer milk, including milk
of such handler's own production, any
other source milk allocated to Class I
(except milk so assessed under another
Federal order) and receipts from a co-
operative association in its capacity as
& handler of bulk tank milk.

The maximum rate of administrative
assessment of two cents per hundred-
weight herein adopted is identical with
the rate cwrrently in effect under the
Dayton-Springfield order and is appro-
priate for the Miami Valley order. This
rate appropriately provided funds for the
market administrator to meet the neces-
sary cost of administering the Dayton-
Springfield order. Since the funds from
this rate of assessment have proved ade~
quate for the expense of prior adminis-
tration of that regulation, it is expected
that this rate will likewise provide ade-
quate funds to cover the initial adminis-
trative costs in establishing this regula-
tion. The quantity of milk to be covered
1s only moderately increased from that
subject to the present Dayton-Spring-
field order.

This order specifies minimum perform-
ance standards which must be met to
obtain regulated status. With certain
specified exceptions, operators of plants
not meeting such standards would, under
the provisions included in this decision,
be required to either make specified pay~
ments into the producer-settlement fund
on route distribution in the marketing
area in excess of offsetting purchases of
Federal order Class I milk or otherwise
pay into such fund and/or dairy farmers,
an amount not less than the full classi-
fied use value of receipts (computed as
though such plant were & fully regulated
plant).

The market administrator, in admin-
istering an order as it applies to the
nonpool route distributor, must incur

expenses in essenfially the same man-
ner as in applying the order to pool
handlers. Partial regulation (as pre-
scribed) of such distributor does not,
however, provide the same beneflts to
such handler as accrue to the fully
regulated handler; l.e. the privilege of
participation in the market pool and
assurance of uniform price payments to
his dairy farmers.

If the nonpool route distributor elects
to make a payment on his In-area sules
at the difference between the Class I
price and the uniform price for the mar-
ket, the expenses incurred by the market
administrator in administering the terms
of the order on such handler are nominal
and payment of the administrative as-
sessment on his in-area sales reasonably
would constitute his pro rata share of
administrative expense.

In the situation where such a distribu-
tor for any reason actually pays his dairy
farmers the full use value of their milk
(computed at order price) it has in the
past on the basis of substantial record
evidence in promulgation hearings,
been found necessary in many arens to
require payment by such distributor of
an administrative assessment on his
total receipts of milk in order to defray
the costs of complete plant auditing to
verify the utilization and payments as
claimed. In large measure, such & dis-
tributor’'s operations are more com=
parable to those of a fully regulated
handler and such assessment is sub-
stantially the same as for a fully regu-
lated handler.

There is reason to belleve, however,
that in some instances such an assess-
ment might make possible a financial ob-
ligation under the order in excess of his
total obligation through the alternative
of electing to make a payment into tho
producer-settlement fund. From the
financial standpoint such & sltuation
provides little practical alternative to
such handler but to pay the required pool
payment. In order to glve more mean-
ingful effect to the choice of an alternn-
tive, the pro rata share of the adminis-
trative expense of the order should be
the regular assessment rate applied to
such milk as is actually disposed of as
Class I in the regulated area that exceeds
Class I milk recelved from other regu.
lated plants or other order plants, irre«
spective of whether the option to pay into
the producer-settlement fund s elected
by the unregulated cistributor.

In the case of unregulated milk which
enters the market through a fully regu-
lated plant for Class I use, it is the
regulated handler who utilizes the un-
regulated milk and who must report to
the market administrator the receipt and
use of such milk as well as on all other
milk received and utilized. Also, the re«
ceipts and utilization of all milic at his
plant are subject to verification by the
market administrator. It is concluded,
therefore, that the regulated handler
should be responsible, as under the
present Dayton-Springfleld order, for
payment of the administrative assess
ment with respect fo such unregulated
milk.
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The market administrator must have
funds sufficient to enable him to admin-
ister the order. The order is designed to
share this cost equitably among =all
handlers distributing milk in the pro-
posed marketing area. However, to pre-
vent duplication an assessment should
not be made on other source milk on
which an assessment was made under
another Federal order.

Provision should be made so that the
Secretary may reduce the amount of the
administrative assessment without the
necessity of amending the order. The rate
can thus be reduced when experience
indicates a lower rate will be sufficient to
provide adequate funds for the adminis-
tration of the order.

(3) Marketing service. Provisions
should be made in the order for provid-
ing for marketing services to producers,
such as the verification of tests and
weights of producer milk and furnishing
them with market information. The
services should be provided by the market
administrator and the cost should be
borne by producers for whom the services
are rendered. A qualified cooperative as-
sociation, approved for such activity by
the Secretary, may perform such services
for its member producers in lieu of such
services by the market administrator.

There is need for continuing the
marketing service program in connection
with the administration of the order
in this area. Orderly marketing will be
promoted by assuring individual pro-
ducers that they have obtained accurate
weights and tests of their milk. Complete
verification requires that butterfat
tests and weights of an individual pro-
ducer’s deliveries as reported by the
handler are proved to be accurate.

An additional phase of this market
service program is to furnish producers
with current market information. Effi-
ciency in the production, utilization and
marketing of milk will be promoted by
providing for the dissemination of cur-
rent market information on a market-
wide basis to all producers.

To enable the market administrator to
furnish these marketing services, pro-
vision should be made for a maximum
deduction of 6 cents per hundredweight
with respect to receipts of milk from pro-
ducers for whom he renders marketing
services. This is the same rate as now
provided in the Dayton-Springfield
order and it has provided funds neces-
sary to conduct the program under that
regulation at the time of promulgation.

If later experience indicates tHat
marketing services can be performed at
a lesser rate, provision is made in this
order whereby the Secretary may adjust
the rate downward without the necessity
of a hearing, In the event a qualified co-
operative association has been deter-
mined to be performing such marketing
services for its members, handlers would
be required to pay to the cooperative
association such deductions as are au-
thorized by its producer members.

(6) Adjustment of errors. The co-
oprative association proposed a revision
in the time requirement applicable to
payment of monies due various persons
when errors are discovered on audit of
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any handler's reports, books, records, or
accounts. Under the present Dayton-
Springfield order audit adjustments re-
sulting in monies due are pald on the
date of the next scheduled payment
specified in the partlcular section of the
order under which such adjustment oc-
curred. Pursuant to the proposal such
adjustments would be carried to the next
payment date if they were discovered less
than five days before the date ordinarily
due.

The provision relating to “adjust-
ment of errors” should be expanded to
cover audit adjustments resulting in
monies due the market administrator
from a handler and a handler from the
market administrator, as well as from
the handler to o producer or cooperative
assoclation. Such adjustments should be
paid to the appropriate person on or be-
fore the next date for making final pay-
ment under the cection In which such
error occurred. The evidence falled to
indicate the necessity for postponing
such payment where discovery is made
within 5§ days of the next payment date,
as proposed. The revisions made will im-
prove administrative practice. Such re~
vised provisions should assure prompt
payment of monies found due upon cudit
and provide sufficient time for payment.

Rulings on proposed findings and con-
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings
and conclusions were filed on behalf of
certain interested parties. Theze briefs,
proposed findings and conclusions and
the evidence in the record were con-
sidered in making the findings and con-
cluslons set forth above. To the extent
that the suggested findings and con-
clusions filed by interested parties are
inconsistent with the findinfs and con-
cluslons set forth herein, the requests to
make such findings or reach such con-
clusions are denied for the rensons
previously stated in this declsion.

General findings. The findings and
determinations hereinafter cet forth are
supplementary and in addition to the
findings and determinations previously
made in connection with the issuance of
the aforesaid order and of the previously
issued amendments thereto; and all of
said previous findings and determina-
tions are hereby ratified and afiirmed,
except insofar as such findings and
determinations may be in confiict with
the findings and determinations set forth
herein.

(a) The tentative marketing arree-
ment and the order, as hereby proposed
to be amended, and all of the terms and
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate
the declared policy of the Act;

(b) The parlty prices of mill: as
determined pursuant to section 2 of the
Act are not reasonable in view of the
price of feeds, available supples of feads,
and other economic conditions which
affect market supply and demand for
milk in the marketing area, and the
minimum prices specified in the proposed
marketing acreement and the order, as
hereby proposed to be amended, are such
prices as will reflect the aforezaid factors,
insure a sufiicient quantity of pure and
wholesome milk, and be in the public
interest; and
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(c) The tentative markeling agree-
ment and the order, as hereby proposed
to be amended, will regulate the handling
of milk in the same manner as, and will
be applicable only to persons in the
rezpective classes of industrial and com-
merclal activity specified in, 2 marketing
agreement upon which a hearing has
been held.

Recommended marleting agreement
and order amending the order. The fol-
lowing order amendinz the order as
amended regulating the handling of
millz: in the Dayton-Springfield, Ohio,
marketing area is recommended as the
detailed and appropriate means by which
the foreroinz conclusions may be car-
ried out. The recommended marketing
agreement is not Included in this decision
becauze the regulatory provisions there-
of would be the same as those contained
in the order, as hereby proposed to be
amended:

Order? Regulating the Handling of 2Mill:
in the XMiemi Valley, Ohio, MarLeting
Area

DoFoaTIoNns
See.
10341 Act.
10342 Eecratary.
10343 Deportment.
16344 Peorcon.
10345 Cooperative accaciation.
10346 Xiomi Volley, OLlo, morkzeting arec.
10347 Prcducer.
1034.3 Hondler,
10349 Produccr-handler.
1034.10 Plant,

1034.11 Distributing plont.
1034.12 Supply plant,
163413 Poolplant.

1034.14 INerpeol plant.
1034156 Producornill,
102416 Tiuld milk product.
103417 Otaercource millk,
103413 Route dicposition.

2IAnnTT ADMINISTEATOS

103429 Docignation.
103421 Powers. -
1034.23 Dutles.

Rrronrs, BOoonDs, AND PACILITISS

1034390 Reportsof reccipts and utthization,
103431 Other yeports.

103432 Payroll repozts.

103433 Records and facllifles,

103432 Retention of records.

CLASSIPTCATION

163440 Shim millz and buttesfat to be clas-
ciflzd,

1034.41 azces of utilzotion.

103442 Shrintage.

103443 ‘Transfcrs.

1034.44 Computation of the skim mik and
butterfat in ezch closs,

103445 Allocotion of cizim millk and butter-
fat claccified.

103448 Recponsibllity of bondlers.

Ayt Priecs

1034.00 Basle formula prico.

103451 Clocs X mills pricos.

103452 Cloos T milk prices.

1034.53 Buttcriat differenticls to handlers.
1024.54 Xocation adjustment to handlers.
1034.565 Ucae of cguivalent prices.

1Thls order chall not becomz effective
unless and until the requirem=npts of § 300,14
of the rulcs of practice and procedure
governing proceedings to formulate marizet-
ing ooxeoments and marketing ordess have
been met,
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APPLICATION OF PROVISIONS

Sec.
1034.60
1034.61

Producer-handler.

Plants subject to other Federal
orders,

Obligation of a handler operating a
partially regulated distributing
plant.

DETERMINATION OF PRICES TO PRODUCERS
1034.70

1034.62

Computation of the net pool obliga-
tion of each pool handler.
Computation of uniform price.

PAYMENTS

Time and method of payment for
producer milk.

Butterfat differential to producers.

Location differentials to producers
and on nonpool milk.

Producer-settlement fund.

Payments to producer-settlement
fund.

Payments out of the producer-set-
tlement fund.

Adjustments of errors.

1034.87 Marketing services.

1034.88 Expense of administration.

ErrrcTIvE TIME, SUSPENSION OR TERMINATION

1034.90 Effective time.

1034.91 Suspension or termination.

1034.92 Continuilng power and duty of the
market administrator.

Liquidation after suspension or ter-
mination.

MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

1034.100 Termination of obligations.
1034.101 Agents,
1034.102 Separability of provisions.

DEFINITIONS
§ 1034.1 Act.

“Act” means Public Act No. 10, 73d
Congress, as amended, and as reenacted
and amended by the Agricultural Max-
keting Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601 ef seq.).

§1034.2 Secretary.

“Secretary” means the Secretary of
Agriculture of the United States or any
officer or employee of the United States
authorized to exercise the powers or to
perform the duties of the Secretary of
Agriculture.

§ 1034.3 Department.

“Department” means the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture or any other Federal
agency authorized to perform the price
reporting functions of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

§ 1034.4 Person.

“Person” means any individual, part-
nership, corporation, association, or
other business unit.

§ 1034.5 Cooperative association.

“Cooperative association” means any
cooperative marketing association of
producers which the Secretary deter-
mines, after application by the associa-
tion:

(a) To be qualified under the provi-
sions of the Act of Congress of FPebruary
18, 1922, as amended, known as the
“Capper-Volstead Act”’;

(b) 'To have full authority in the sale
of milk of its members and is engaged in
making collective sales of or marketing

1034.71

1034.80

1034.81
1034.82

1034.83
1034.84

1034.85
1034.86

1034.93
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milk or milk products for its members;
and

(¢) To have all of its activities under
the control of its members.

§ 1034.6 Miami Valley, Ohio, marketing

area,

The “Miami Valley, Ohio, marketing
area”, hereinafter called the “market-
ing area”, means all the territory geo-
graphically within the places listed be-
low, including all premises wholly or
partly therein occupied by government
(municipal, State, or Federal) reserva-
tions, installations, institutions, or other
similar establishments:

OH10 COUNTIES

Champaign. Greene.

Clark. Miamli.

Clinton (except Montgomery.
Clark, Green, Jef- Preble,

ferson, and Wash-
ington Town-
ships).

*§ 1034.7 Producer.

“Producer” means any person, except
8 producer-handler as defined in any
order (including this part) issued pur-
suant to the Act, who produces milk in
compliance with Inspection require-
ments of a duly constituted health au-
thority for fluld consumption in the
marketing area which milk is (a) re-
ceived at a pool plant, or (b) diverted
as producer milk pursuant to § 1034.15.
“Producer” shall not include any such
person with respect to milk which is fully
subject to the class pricing and producer
payment provisions of another order is-
sued pursuant to the Act.

§ 1034.8 Handler.

“Handler’”’ means:

(a) Any person who operates one or
more pool plants;

(b) Any cooperative association with
respect to producer milk diverted from
& pool plant to another pool plant or to
a nonpool plant;

(¢) Any cooperative association with
respect to producer milk it delivered
directly from the farm to the pool plant
of another handler in & tank truck or
trailer owned or operated by, or under
contract to, such cooperative association
for its account;

(d) Any person who operates a par-
tially regulated distributing plant;

(e) A producer-handler; and

(f) Any person who operates an other
order plant described in § 1034.61.

§ 1031.9 Producer-handler.

“Producer-handler” means any person
who meets all of the following condi-
tions:

(a) Operates g dairy farm and a dis-
tributing plant in which milk from his
own production is processed and pack-
aged and from which route disposition
is made within the marketing area;

(b) Receives from pool plants or other
order plants during the month filuid milk
products of not more than 2,500 pounds;

(¢) Has route disposition consisting
only of skim milk and butterfat obtained
from pool plants or other order plants

in the form of fluid milk products or from
his own production;

(d) Receives no milk from other
dairy farmers; and

(e) The maintenance, care and man-
agement of the herd(s) and other re-
sources necessary to the production,
processing and packaging of own-farm
milk are the personal enferprise and risk
of such person. ,

§ 1034.10 Plant.

“Plant” means the land and buildingy
together with their surroundings, faclli-
ties, and equipment constituting a single
operating unit or establishment which iy
operated exclusively by one or more per=
sons and used for the bulk handling or
processing of milk or milk products,

§ 1034.11 Distributing plant.

“Distributing plant” means & plant
which is approved by any duly consti-
tuted health authority for the processing
or packaging of milk for fluld consump-
tion and from which during the month
route disposition is made in the market-
ing area.

§ 1034.12 Supply plant.

“Supply plant” means & plant in which
milk approved by any duly constituted
health authority for fluld consumption in
the marketing area is assembled and
shipped in bulk as a fluid milk product
to a distributing plant.

§ 1034.13 Pool plant.

“Pool plant” mesans & plant specified in
paragraph (&), (b), or (¢) of this section,
except the plant of a producer-handler
or & plant exempt pursuant to § 1034.61.

(a) A distributing plant from which
during the month:

(1) Route disposition made within the
marketing area is at least 16 percent of
it.sdtota.l route disposition in all markets;
ani

(2) At least 50 percent of the total re-
ceipts of Grade A milk from dalry farm-
ers at such plant, including any such
milk diverted to other plants pursuant to
§ 1034.15 by the handler operating such
plant, is route disposition except that
during each of the months of March
through July, the minimum percentage
applicable under this subparagraph shall
be not less than 40, if such plant quali-
fied during each of the preceding monthy
of August through February.

(b) A supply plant from which duriny
the month the volume of fluid milk prod-
ucts shipped to and received at plants
qualified pursuant to paragraph (8) of
this section and route disposition from
such plant within the marketing area, if
any, is not less than 50 percent of the
volume of Grade A milk received from
dairy farmers at such plant (including
receipts from a handler pursuant § 1034.8
(¢) but not receipts of other milk on
diversion pursuant to §1034.15). Any
supply plant which is qualified by reason
of meeting the required percentage of
this paragraph during the months of Au-
gust through March shall continue to be
so qualified for the following months of
April through July even if the required
percentage pursuant to this paragraph
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is not met in the latter months, unless
such operator requests the market ad-
ministrator in writing that such plant
should not be so qualified, such xevised
status to be effective the first month fol-
lowing such notice and thereafter until
the plant requalified under this section
on the basis of shipments.

(e¢) A plant operated by a cooperative
association for any month in which the
volume of fluid milk products eligible for
fluid consumption caused by such co-
operative association to be delivered
during the month to one or more distrib-
uting plants qualified under paragraph
(a) of this section either from such
plant or pursuant to § 1034.8(c) is not
less than 50 percent of the total pounds
of such association’s member producer
milk for such month, except that on
written request for nonpool status made
to the market administrator prior to the
beginning of any month, the plant shall
be a nonpool plant for such month and
for each of the succeeding 11 months in
which it does not qualify pursuant to
paragraphs (a) or (b) of this section on
the basis of shipments.

§1034.14 Nonpool plant.

“Nonpool plant” means any milk re-
ceiving, manufacturing or processing
plant other than a pool plant. The fol-
lowing categories of nonpool plants are
further defined as follows:

(a) “Other order plant” means a plant
that is fully subject to the pricing and
pooling provisions of another order
issued pursuant to the Act.

(b) “Producer-handler plant” means
a plant operated by a producer-handler
as defined in any order (including this
part) issued pursuant to the Act.

(¢) “Partially regulated distributing
plant” means & nonpool plant that is
neither an other order plant nor & pro-
ducer-handler plant from which there
is route disposition in the marketing
area during the month.

(d) “Unregulated supply plant” means
a nonpool plant that is neither an other
order plant nor a producer-handler plant
and from which fluid milk products are
shipped to a pool plant,

§1034.15 Producer milk.

“Producer milk” means all skim milk
and butterfat contained in milk of any
producer, other than milk of a person
defined as a& producer in another order
issued pursuant to the Act, which is:

(a) Received during the month at one
or more pool plants;

- (b) Diverted during the month by a
handler from a pool plant to another
pool plant; or

(¢) Diverted by a handler from g pool
plant to a nonpool plant for not more
than one-third of the days of delivery
during any month from August through
Mareh, and for not more than two-thirds
of the days of delivery during any month
from April through July. Producer milk
diverted by a handler shall be priced at
the location of the plant to which
diverted; )

(@ Received by a cooperative asso-
ciation in its capacity as a handler pur-
suant to § 1034.8(¢c), in addition to that
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pursuant to paragraph (a) of this cec-
tion; and

(e) Delivered in o farm tank piclup
truck, except that dellvered by o coop-
erative association as o handler purcuant
to §1034.8(c), to more than one pool
plant shall be deemed to have been re-
celved at the first pool plant where any
of the milk is withdrawn from the tank
truck.

§1034.16 Fluid millz: product.

“Fluid milk product’ means milk, skim
milk, flavored or cultured millz or skim
milk, buttermilk, concentrated mill,
sweet or sour cream, and any fluid mix-
ture of cream and milk or skim mill,
including prepared milk shake mixes
containing less than 15 percent total
milk solids. The term includes thece
products in fluid, frozen (excepf cream),
fortified or reconstituted form, but does
not include sterilized cream in hermet-
ically sealed metal or glass containers,
egenog, ice cream mix, or other frozen
dessert mixes, aerated cream products,
storage cream, cultured sour mixtures
disposed of as other than sour cream un-
less labeled as a Grade A product, and
evaporated or condensed milk: or shim
milk in either plain or sweetened form.

§1034.17 Other source milk,

“Other source milk” means all ckim
milk and butterfat contained in or rep-
resented by:

(a) Receipts during the month in the
form of fluld milk products except: (1)
Producer milk, (2) fluid milk products
received from other pool plants either
by transfer or diversion, and (3) sterl-
lized cream recelved and disposed of in
the same hermetically sealed metal or
glass container;

(b) Products other than fluild milkc
products from any source (including
those produced at the plant) which are
reprocessed, repackaged, converted into
or combined with another product during
the month; and

(c) Any disappearance of nonfiuld
milk products not otherwise accounted
for.

§ 1034.18 Route disposition.

“Route disposition” means a delivery
of fluld milk products (including that
‘custom-packaged for another percon,
and disposition from a plant's dock,
plant store or through vendor or vend-
ing machines) at retail or wholezale
either directly or through a handler's
distribution point other than g plant.

DMARRET ADMINISTRATOR
§1034.20 Designation.

The agency for the administration of
this part shall be 2 market administra-
tor, appointed by the Secretary, who
shall be entitled to such compencation
as may be determined by, and chall be
subject to removal by the Secretary.

§1034.21 Powers.

The market administrator chall have
the following powers with respect to this
part:

(a) To administer its terms and pro-
visions;
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(b) To reeclve, Investinate and report
to the Secretory complaints of violations;

(c) To make rules and rezulations to
effectunte its terms and provisions; and

(d) To recommend ta the Secretary
amendments thereto.

§1034.22 Daties.

The morielb edministrator shall per-
form all duties necessary to adminisfer
the terms and provisions of this part.
His duties shall include but not be limited
to tho:ze specified in this szction.

(a) Within 30 days following the date
on which he enters upon his duties exe-
cute and deliver to the Secretary 2 bond
effective as of the date on which he
entors upon his duties as markef admin-
istrator and conditioned upon the faith-
ful performance of such duties, in an
amount and with surefy thereon satis-
factory to the Secretary.

(b) Employ and fiz the compansation
of such percons os may be necessary to
enable him to administer the terms and
provisions of this part.

(c) Obtain 2 bond In 2 reasonable
amount, and with satisfactory surefy
therein, coverinT each employee who
haondles funds entrusted to the market
administrator,

(d) Pay, out of the funds provided by
£ 1034.83, the cost of his bond and of the
bonds of his employees, his own com-
pensation, and all other expenses (exeept
thozz Incurred under §1034.87) neces-
carily Incurred by him in the mainfe-
nance and functioning of his office and
in the performance of his duties.

() Eeep such bhools and records as
vAll clearly reflect the transactions pro-
vided for In this part, and, upon requsst
by the Secretary, swrrender the some to
his succexcor or to such other person as
the Sceretary may designate.

(f) Publicly dizcloze to handlers and
producers, unlecs otherwise directed by
the Secretary, the name of any person
who, within 2 days after the day upon
which he Is required to parform such
acts, has not made (1) reports pursuant
to 581034.30 and 103432 or (2) pay-
ments pursuant to §§ 1034.80, 1034.24,
1034.66, 1034.87, and 1034.83.

() Submit his books and records to
examination by the Szeretary and fur-
nish such information and reports as
the Secretary may request.

(h) Verify handlers’ reports and pay-
ments to the extent necesszary, by any
appropriate means including audit of the
handler’s records and, if made available
of the records of any other person upon
whoze utilization the classification of
stdm mills or butterfat depends.

(1) Publicly announce (by postinz in
o conspicuous place in his office and by
cuch other means as he deems appro-
priate) :

(1) On or hefore the sizth day of each
month the minimum price for Class T
millz pursuant to § 1034.51 and the Class
I butterfat differential pursuant to
§ 1034.53(a) both for the current month,
and the minimum price for Class II
mill: pursuant to § 1034.52 and the Class
IO butterfat differential pursuant o
§1034.53(b) both for the preceding
month.

-
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(2) On or before the 12th day after
the end of each month the uniform price
computed pursuant to § 1034.71 and the
butterfat differential computed pursuant
to § 1034.81 for such month.

(j) Notify on or before the 12th day
atter the end of each month each han-
dler who reported pursuant to § 1034.30
of:

(1) The amount and value of such
handler’s milk in each class computed
pursuant to § 1034.45 and § 1034.70;

(2) The uniform price computed pur-
suant to § 1034.71; and

(3) The amount to be paid by such
handler pursuant to §§ 1034.62, 1034.84,
1034.87, and 1034.88 and the amount, if
any, due such handler pursuant to
$ 1034.85.

(k) On or before the 12th day after
the end of each month report to each
cooperative association for such month
with respect to each pool plant, the utili-
zation on & pro rata basis of producer
milk, payment for which is to be made
to such cooperative association pursuant
to § 1034.80.

(1) Whenever required for purpose of
allocating receipts from other order
plants pursuant to § 1034.45(a) (9) and
the corresponding step of § 1034.45(b),
the market administrator shall estimate
and publicly announce the utilization (to
the nearest whole percentage) in each
class during the month of skim milk and
butterfat, respectively, in producer milk
of all handlers. Such estimate shall be

based upon the most current available,

data and shall be final for such purpose.

(m) Report to the market administra-
tor of the other order, as soon as pos-
sible after the report of receipts and utili-

gzation for the month is received from a .

handler who has received fluld milk
products from an other order plant, the
classification to which such receipts are
allocated pursuant to § 1034.45 pursuant
to such report, and thereafter any change
in such allocation required to correct er-
vors disclosed in verification of such
report.

(n) Furnish to each handler operating
a pool plant who has shipped fluid milk
products to an other order plant, the
classification to which the skim milk and
butterfat in such Auid milk products were
allocated by the market administrator
of the other order on the basis of the re-~
port of the recelving handler; and, as
necessary, any changes in such classifica~
tion arising in the verification of such
report.

(0) Prepasre and make available for
the henefit of producers, handlers and
consumers, statistics and information
concerning the operation of this part
which do not reveal confidential infor-
mation.

REPORTS, RECORDS AND FACILITIES

§ 1034.30 Reporis of receipts and uli-
lization.

On or before the seventh day of each
month the following handlers shall re-
port for the preceding month to, and in
detail on forms prescribed by, the market
administrator as follows:
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(a) Each handler who operates a pool
plant(s) shall report for each such plant:

(1) Receipts of skim milk and butter-
fatin: -

(1) Producer milk received;

(i) Fluid milk products received from
other pool plants;

(iii) Other source milk, with the
identity of each source;

(2) Inventories of fiuid milk products
on hand at the beginning of the raonth
in bulk and in packaged form, sep-
arately;

(3) The utilization or disposition of all
receipts required to be reported, includ-
ing separate data relative to:

(i) Bulk fluid milk products on hend at
the end of the month;

(ii) Packaged fluid milk products on
hand at the end of the month; and

(iii) Route disposition inside and out-
side the marketing area; and

(4) Such other information with re-
spect to receipts and utilization as the
market administrator may request:

(b) Each cooperative association shall
report with respect to producer milk for
which it is the handler but not other-
wise reported under paragraph (a) of
this section or § 1034.46(b) :

(1) Receipts of skim milk and butter-
fat in producer milk;

(2) The utilization of skim milk and
butterfat handled;

(3) The quantities of skim milkk and
butterfat caused to be delivered to pool
plants of other handlers or to nonpool
plants;

(4) Such other information with re-
spect to the receipts and utilization of
milk as the market administrator may
request; and

(¢) Each handler who operates a par-
tially regulated distributing plant shall
report for such plant the information
required by paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion, except that receipts of milk ap-
proved by any duly constituted health
guthority for fiuid consumption in the
marketing area shall be reported as if
producer milk. Such report shall include
separate data on route disposition in the
marketing area.

§ 1034.31 Other reports.

(a) Each producer-handler and each
handler exempt pursuant to §§ 1034.61
and 1034.62(b) shall make reports to the
market administrator at such time and
in such manner as the market adminis-
trator may request.

§ 10314.32 Payroll reports.

(a) Each handler pursuant to § 1034.8
(a), (b)), or (¢) shall submit to the mar-
ket administrator on or before the 20th
day after the end of the month, his pro-
ducer payroll for that month which shall
show for each producer:

(1) The daily and total pounds of milk
received from such producer with the
average butterfat test thereof; and

(2) The net amount of such handler’s
payments to such producer with the
price, deductions and charges involved.

(b) Each handier operating a partially
regulated distributing plant shall report
to the market administrator on or before
the 20th day after the end of the month
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the same information as is required pur-
suant to paragraph (a) of this section
of & handler operating a pool plant if he
wishes his obligation under § 1034.62 to
be computed according to § 1034.62(a).
Such report shall include payments to
dairy farmers delivering Grade A milk.

§ 1034.33 Records and faciliticx.

Each handler, including any partially
reculated handler, shall maintain and
make available to the market adminix-
trator or to his representative duriny the
usual hours of business such accounts
and records of his operations, together
with such facilities as are necessary for
the market administrator to verify or
establish the correct data with respect to:

(a) Receipts of producer milk and
other source milk and the utilization of
such receipts at each of his plants;

(b) Welghts and tests for butterfat
and other content of all milk, skim milk,
cream, and other milk products handled;

(¢) The pounds of skim milk and but-
terfat contained in or represented by all
milk products on hand at the beginnine
a.nil1 end of each month at each plant;
an

() Payments to producers, other dalvy
farmers, and cooperative assoclations
including the amount and nature of any
deductions made and the disbursement
of money so deducted,

§ 1034.31 Rctention of records,

All books and records required under
this part to be made available to the mar-
ket administrator shall be retained by the
handler for a perlod of 3 years to hepin
at the end of the month to which such
books and records pertain. If, within such
3-year period, the market administrator
notifies the handler in writing that the
retention of such books and records or of
specified books and records, is necessary
in connection with a proceeding under
section 8c(15) (A) of the Act or & court
action specified in such notice, the han~
dler shall retain such books and records,
or specified books and records, until fur-
ther written notification from the mar-
ket administrator. In either case the
market administrator shall give further
written notification to the handler
promptly upon the terminsation of the
litigation or when the records are no
longer necessary in connection therewith,

CLASSIFICATION
§ 1031.10  Skim milk and hutterfat to be
classified.

All skim milk and butterfat required
to be reported pursuant to §§1034.30
and 1034.31 shall be classified by the
market administrator as Class I milk or
Class II milk subject to the conditions
of this section ancd $§ 1034.41 through
1034.46. When nonfat milk solids derlved
from nonfat dry milk, condensed skim
milk or any other product condensed
from milk or skim milk are utilized or
unaccounted for by the handler, the total
pounds of skim milk classified shall re-
flect a volume equivalent to the skim
milk used to produce such nonfat milk
solids, except that if the solids are uti-
lized to fortify fluld milk products the
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actual weight of any such product shall
be included in classifying the total prod-
uct weight.

§1034.41 Classes of utilization.

The classes of utilization of milk shall
be as follows:

(a) Class I milk. Class.I milk means
skim milk (execept as provided for forti-
fied fluid milk products pursuant to
§ 1034.40) and butterfat:

(1) Disposed of in the form of fluid
milk products other than those speci-
fied pursuant to paragraphs (b) (2), (3),
and (4);

(2) In inventory of fluid milk prod-
ucts in packaged form on hand at the
end of the month; and

(3) Not accounted for as Class II milk,

(b) Class II milk. Class IT milk means
skim milk and butterfat:

(1) Used to produce any product other
than a fluid milk product;

(2) Disposed of and used for livestock
feed or as skim milk dumped;

(3) Contained (skim milk only) in
that portion of fortified fiuid milk
products not classified as Class I milk
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this
section;

(4) Contained in inventory of bulk
fiuid milk products on hand at the end
of the month;

(5) In shrinkage of skim milk and
butterfat, respectively, assigned pursuant
to § 1034.42(c) (1) and (3); and

(6) In shrinkage of skim milk and
butterfat, respectively, assigned pursuant
to §1034.42(c) (2).

§1034.42 Shrinkage.

Skim milk and butterfat, respectively,
at each pool plant to be classified as
Class T milk pursuant to § 1034.41(b)
(5) and (6) shall be computed as follows:

(a) If the sum of the quantities of
skim milk and butterfat, respectively,
classified as Class I and Class II milk
pursuant to § 103441 (g) and (b) (1),
(2), (3), and (4) equals or exceeds the
receipts of skim milk and butterfat, re-
spectively, required to be reported pur—
suant to § 1034.30, no skim milk or but-
terfat, respectively, shall bé classified as
Class II milk pursuant to § 1034.41(b)
(5) and (6);

(b) Compute the total shrinkage of
skim milk and butterfat; and

(¢) Subject to the conditions of sub-
paragraph (3) of this paragraph, pro
rate the resulting amounts between the
quantities specified in subparagraphs (1)
and (2) of this paragraph. The amounts
assigned to the quantities in subpara-
graph (1) of this paragraph shall not
exceed 2.5 percent of such quantities
and the amounts assigned to the other
source milk included in subparagraph
(2) of this paragraph-shall equal the
actual shrinkage allocated to these
quantities.

(1) The receipts of producer milk at
such plant less transfers of fluld milk
products in bulk form to other pool
plants; plus 60 percent of the fluid milk
products transferred in bulk to other
pool plants; and plus 40 percent of the
fluid milk produects recelved in bulk from
other pool plants and other order plants,
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exclusive of the quantitles from other
order plants for which Class I¥ utilization
was requested by the operator of such
plant and the handler;

(2) Other source milk In the form of
fluid milk products exclusive of that
specified in subparagraph (1) of this
paragraph; and

(3) If settlement by o handler on milk
received from a cooperative ccsoclation
pursuant to § 1034.8(¢) is made on the
basis of weights and butterfat tests deter-
mined at the farm and the market nd-
ministrator 1s so notified of such basls of
settlement by the date the handler is re-
quired to submit his monthly report pur-
suant to § 1034.30, 2.5 percent shrinkare
shall be allowed the handler with respect
to all such milk, otherwise to €0 percent
of such receipts and the balance (com-
puted at the 2.5 percent rate) to the
cooperative association supplying the

§ 1034.43 ‘Transfers.

Skim milk or butterfat in the form
of a fluid milk product dispozed of by o
handler from a pool plant shall be clossi-
fed:

(a) At the utilization Indicated by the
operators of both plants, otherwise as
Class I milk, if transferred or diverted to
another pool plant, subject to the follow-
ing conditions:

(1) The skim milk or butterfat co as-
signed to elther class shall be limited to
the amount thereof remcining in such
class In the transferee plant after com-
putations pursuant to §1034.45 (a)(9)
and (b);

(2) If the transferor plant received
during the month other source millz to be
allocated pursuant to 3 1034.45(n)(4),
the skim milk and butterfat o trans-
ferred or diverted shall be classified o
as to allocate the least possible Class I
utilization to such other source milk; and

(3) If the transferor handler recefved
during the month other cource milk to
be allocated pursuant to § 1034.45 (a) (9)
and (b), the skim milk and butterfat =0
transferred or diverted up to the total of
such receipts shall not be classified os
Class I milk to o greater extent than
would be applicable to a llke quantity
of such other source milk recelved at
the transferee plant.

(4) If the movement is from & pool
distributing plant to o pool supply plant,
it shall be considered Class I utiliza-
tlon to the extent such utilization is
available at the receiving plant.

(b) As Class I milk, if moved to o
producer-handler or a plant exempt pur-
suant to § 1034.60(b) ;

(c) As Class I milk, If transferred or
diverted in bulk to & nonpool plant that
is neither an other order plant, nor o
producer-handler plant, unless the re-
quirements of subparagraphs (1) and
(2) of this parasraph are met, In which
case the skim milk and butterfat co
transferred or diverted sghall be classl-
fied in accordance with the asslgnment
resulting from subparagraph (3) of this
paragraph:

(1) The transferring or diverting
handler claims classification pursuant to
the assignment set forth in subparagraph
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(3) of this paragraph in his report sub-
mitted to the morizet administrator pur-
suant to § 1034.30 for the month within
which such transaction accurred;

(2) The operator of such nonpgol
plant maointains books and records
showing the utilization of all skim milk
and butterfat reccived at such plant
which are made available if requested
by the market administrator for the pur-
pose of verification; and

(3) The skim milk and butferfat so
transferred shall be classzified on the
basis of the following assignment of uti-
lization at such nonpsol plant in excess
of recelpts of packaged fluid milk prad-
ucts from all pool plants and other
order plants:

d) Route disposition in the marketing
area of another order issued pursuant to
the Act shall be first assigned to receipts
from plants fully regulated by such or-
der, next pro rata to receipts from pool
plants and ofher order plants nof rez-
ulated by such order, and thereafter to
recelpts from dairy farmers who the
market administrator determines con-
sttute rezular sources of supply of fluid
milkk products for such nonpool plant;

1) 3 I utflization in excess of
that assigned pursuant to subdivision ()
of this subparacraph shall be assizned
first to remaining receipts from dairy
farmers who the market administrator
determines constitute the regular source
of supply of fluld milk products for such
nonpool plant and Class I utilization in
excess of such receipts shall te assicned
pro rata to unassigned receipts at such
nonpool plant from all pool and other
order plants; and

(if) To the extent that Class I ufili-
zation 1s not so assigmed fo if, the skim
milk and butterfat o transferred shzll be
classified as Class I milk:; and

(d) As follows, If transferred to an
other order plant In excess of receipts
from such plant in the same cafezory
os described in subparagraph (1), 2),
or (3) of this paragraph:

(1) Xf transferred in consumer pack-
ages, classification shall be in the classes
to wheth allgcated as 2 fiuid milk prod-
uctunder the octher order;

(2) If transferred in bulk form, class-
ification shall be in the classes to which
allgeated o5 2 fluld milk product under
the other order (ncluding allccation
under the conditions set forth in sub-
paragraph (3) of thizparagraph);

(3) If the operators of both the trans-
feror and transferce plants so regquest
in the reports of reczipts and utilization
filed with thelr respective market ad-
ministrators, transfers in bulk form
shall be classified as Class I to the ex-
tent of the Class II utilization (or com-
parable utilizatlon under such other
order) available for such assignment
pursuant to the allocation provisions of
the transferee order; -

(4) If the classification to which al-
located under the other order is not
avallable to the market administrator
for purpozes of establishing classifica-
tion pursuant to this paragraph, class-
ification shall be as Class I, subject to
adjustment when such informafion Is
available;
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(5) For purposes of this paragraph,
if the transferee order provides for more
than two classes of utilization, milk al-
located to a class consisting primarily of
fluld milk products shall be classified as
Class I, and milk allocated to other
classes shall be classified as Class IT; and

(8) If the form in which any Auid
milk product is transferred to an other
order plant is not defined as a fluid milk
product under such other order, classi-
fication shall be in accordance with the
provisions of § 1034.41.

§ 1034.44 Computation of the skim
milk and butterfat in each class.

For each month, the market adminis-
trator shall correct for mathematical
and other obvious errors the report of re-
ceipts and utilization for each pool plant
and shall compute the pounds of butter-
fat and skim milk in Class I milk and
Class IT milk at each such plant.

§ 1034.45 Allocation of skim milk and
butterfat classified.

After making the computations pur-
suant to § 1034.44, the market adminis-
trator shall determine, for each pool
plant, the classification of proqucer milk
received thereat, as follows:

(a) Skim milk shall be allocated in the
following manner:

(1) Subtract from the total pounds of
skim milk in Class II the pounds of skim
milk classified as Class II pursuant fo
§ 1034.41(b) (5);

(2) Subtract from the remaining
pounds of skim milk in each class the
pounds of skim milk in fluid milk prod-
ucts received in packaged form from
other order plants as follows:

(1) From Class II milk, the lesser of the
pounds remaining or two percent of such
receipts; and

({i) From Class I milk, the remainder
of such receipts;

(3) Except for the first month this
order is effective, subtract from the re-
maining pounds of skim milk in Class I,
the pounds of skim milk in Inventory of
fluid milk products in packaged form on
hand at the beginning of the month;

(4) Subtract successively from the
pounds of skim milk remaining in each
class in series beginning with Class II,
the pounds of skim milk in each of the
following:

(1) Other source milk in s form other
than that of a fluid milk product;

() Receipts of fluid milk products
for which Grade A certification is not
established or which are from unidenti-
fled sources;

(ii) Receipts of fluid milk products
from a producer-handler; as defined un-
der this or any other Federal order; and

(iv) Receipts of fluid milk products
from a plant exempt pursuant to
§ 1034.60(b) ;

(5) Subtract, in the order specified
below, from the pounds of skim milk re-
maining in Class II:

(1) The pounds of skim milk in receipts
of fluid milk products from unregulated
supply plants for which the handler re-
quests Class II utilization, but not in ex-
cess of the pounds of skim milk remain-
ing in Class II;

»
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(ii) The pounds of skim milk remain-
ing in receipts of fluid milk products from
unregulated supply plants which are in
excess of the pounds of skim milk deter-
mined as follows:

(a) Multiply the pounds of skim milk
remaining in Class I milk (excluding
Class I transfers between pool plants of
the handler) at all pool plants of the
handler by 1.25;

(b) Subtract from the result the sum
of the pounds of skim milk at all such
plants in producer milk, in receipts from
other pool handlers and in receipts in
bulk from other order plants; and

(¢) (1) Multiply any resulting plus
quantity by the percentage that receipts
of skim milk in fluid milk products from
unregulated supply plants remaining at
this plant is of all such receipts remain-
ing at all pool plans of such handler,
after any deductions pursuant to subdi-
vision (i) of this subparagraph;

(2) Should such computation result
in a quantity to be subtracted from Class
II, which is in excess of the pounds of
skim milk remaining in Class II, the
pounds of skim milk in Class IT shall be
increased to the quantity to be subtracted
and the pounds of skim milk in Class I
shall be decreased a like amount. In such
case the utilization of skim milk at other
pool plant(s) of such handler shall be
adjusted in the reverse direction by an
identical amount in sequence beginning
with the nearest other pool plant of such
handler at which such adjustment can
be made; .

(iii) The pounds of skim milk in re-
ceipts of fluid milk products in bulk from
an other order plant in excess of similar
transfers to such plant, but not in excess
of the pounds of skim milk remeaining
in Class II milk, if Class IT utilization was
requested by the operator of such plant
and the handler;

(6) Subtract from the pounds of skim
milk remaining in each class, in series
beginning with Class II, the pounds of
skim milk in inventory of bulk fluid milk
products (and for the first month the
order is effective the pounds of fiuid milk
products in packaged form) on hand at
the beginning of the month;

(7) Add to the remaining pounds of
skim milk in Class I milk, the pounds
subtracted pursuant to subparagraph (1)
of this paragraph;

(8) (1) Subtract from the pounds of
skim milk remaining in each class, pro
rata to the total pounds of skim milk re-
maining in each class in all pool plants
of the receiving handler, the pounds of
skim milk in receipts of fluid milk prod-
ucts from unregulated supply plants that
were not subtracted pursuant to subpara-
graph (5) (1) or (ii) of this paragraph;

(ii) Should such proration result in
the amount to be subtracted from any
class exceeding the pounds of skim milk
remaining in such class in the pool plant
at which such skim milk was received,
the pounds of skim milk in such class
shall be increased to the amount to be
subtracted and the pounds of skim milk
in the other class shall be decreased a
like amount. In such case the utilization
of milk at other pool plant(s) of such
handler shall be adjusted in the reverse
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direction by an identical amount in se-
quence beginning with the nearest other
pool plant of such handler at which such
adjustment can be made;

(9) Subtract from the pounds of skim
milk remaining in each class the poundy
of skim milk in receipts of fluld milk
products in bulk from an other order
plant, in excess in each case of similar
transfers to the same plant, that were
not subtracted pursuant to subparagraph
(5) (ii) of this paragraph pursuant to
the following procedure:

1) Subject to the provisions of sub-
divisions (i) and (il of this subpara~
graph, such subtraction shall be pro rata
to whichever of the following represents
the higher proportion of all Class II milk.

(@) The estimated utilization of skim
milk in each class, by all handlers, as
announced for the month pursuant to
§ 1034.22(I; or

(b) The pounds of skim milk in each
class remaining at all pool plants of the
handler;

(ii) Should proration pursuant to sub-
division (1) of this subparagraph resulb
in the total pounds of skim milk to be
subtracted from Class II at all pool
plants of the handler exceeding tho
pounds of skim milk remaining in Class
II at such plants, the pounds of such ex-
cess shall be subtracted from the pounds
of skim milk remaining in Class I after
such proration at the pool plants at
which received;

(iii) Except as provided in subdivision
(i) of this subparagraph, should prora-
tion pursuant to either subdivision
or (i) of this subparagraph result in
the amount to be subtracted from any
class exceeding the pounds of skim milk
remaining in such class in the pool
plant at which such skim milk was re«
ceived, the pounds of skim milk in such
class shall be increased to the amount
to be subtracted and the pounds of skim
milk in the other class shall be decreased
a like amount. In such case the utiliza-
tion of milk at other pool plant(s) of
such handler shall be adjusted in the
reverse direction by an identical amount
in sequence beginning with the nearest
other pool plant of such handler at which
such adjustment can be made;

(10) Subtract from the pounds of
skim milk remaining in each class the
pounds of skim milk received in fluid
milk products from pool plants of other
handlers according to the classification
assigned pursuant to § 1034.43(a); and

(11> If the pounds of skim milk re-
maining in both classes exceed the
pounds of skim milk in producer milk,
subtract such excess from the pounds of
skim milk remaining In each class In
series beginning with Class II. Any
amount so subtracted shall be known as
“overage”.

(by Butterfat shall be allocated in ac-
cordance with the procedure outlined for
skim milk in paragraph (a) of thily c-
tion; and

(¢) Combine the amounts of skim
milk and butterfat determined pursuant
to paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section
into one total for each class and deter-
nmine the weighted average butterfat
content of producer milk in each class.
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§ 1034.46 Responsibility of handlers.

(a) Except as provided in paragraph
(b) of this section, all skim milk and
butterfat shall be classified as Class I
milk unless the handler who first re-
ceives such skim milk or butterfat
proves to the market administrator that
such skim milk or butterfat should be
classified otherwise.

(b) Producer milk in bulk delivered by
a cooperative association as a handler
under § 1034.8(c) to the pool plant of
another handler, or caused to be diverted
by the cooperative association from one
pool plant to another, shall be classified
according to use or disposition at the
receiving plant, and the value thereof
at the class prices shall be included in
_ the net pool obligation computed for

such handler pursuant to § 1034.70. For
purposes of Jocafion adjustments pur-
suant to §1034.54 and administrative
expense pursuant to § 1034.88, such milk
shall be treated as producer milk of the
receiving handler. N

(¢) Any skim milk or butterfat shall
be reclassified if verification by the
market administrator discloses that the
original classification was incorrect.

MINIMUM PRICES
§ 1034.50 Basic formula price.

The basic formula price shall be the
average price per hundredweight for
manufacturing grade milk, f.0.b. plants
in Wisconsin and Minnesota, as reported
by the Department for the month. Such
price shall be adjusted to a 3.5 percent
butterfat basis by a butterfat differential
rounded to the nearest one-tenth cent
computed at 0.12 times the simple aver-
age of the daily wholesale selling prices
(using the midpoint of any range as one
price) per pound of Grade A (92-score)
bulk ereamery butter at Chicago, as re-

PROPOSED RULE MAKING

ported for the month by the Department
(hereinafter referred to as the Chlcago
butter price). The basle formula price
shall be rounded to the nearest full cent.
For the purpose of computing Class I
prices from the effective date hereof
through April 1968, the basic formula
price shall be not less than $4.05.

§1034.51 Class I milk prices.

Subject to the provisions of § 1034.53
the price per hundredwelght for Class I
milk for the month shall be determined
by the market administrator as follows:

(a) Add $1.24, plus 20 cents throurh
April 1968, to the baslic formula price for
the preceding month plus or minus &
“supply-demand adjustment” of not
more than 39 cents computed as follows:

(1) Divide the aggregate pounds of
producer milk in Class I milk (including
inventory except as provided in sub-
paragraph (3) of this paragraph, and
“overage”, but adjusted to eliminate du-
plications due to interhandler and inter-
market plant transfers) under this part
and Part 1033 of this chapter (Greater
Cincinnati order) for the second, third,
and fourth months preceding by the ag-
gregate pounds of producer milk: recelpts
under such parts for the same months,
multiply the result by 100 and round to
the nearest whole number. The result
shall be known as the “Class I utilization
percentage”;

(2) For each full percentage point that
the Class I utllization percentage is
above the applicable maximum standard
utilization percentage listed below in-
crease the Class I price differential by 3
cents; and for each full percentage point
that the Class I utilization percentage is
below the applicable minimum standard
utilization percentage lsted below de-
crease such differential by 3 cents.

Standzrd utitlzation
Month for which pricz is pereentesss
being computed ) Preceding months used in computation
-
Minimum | 2aximom
¥ y September, October, November. 3 2]
February oo e eemcceceeeeee October, November, December., [ 7l
March November, Decembzr, JonUNYaveeeenenn. %] 2
April December, January, February. 3 k13
May. Januaary, February, March [} 7
Juns Februsry, March, April [} @
July-.— March, April, May. [} [
August April, May, June, 143 bor g
September: May, Juge, July. L2 3
October. June, July, August 3 4]
November, July, August, September, 33 cL
December. August, 8eptember, October, €2 €3

(3) For the third month this sub-

paragraph is effective, the monthly end--

ing inventory of packaged fluid milk
products for the month preceding such
month shall be deducted in computing
the 3 months’ Class I milk total under
subparagraph (1) above and the same
adjusted monthly Class I milk total shall
be used in the two successive 3 months’
Class I milk total in subparagraph (1).

§1034.52 (lass II milk prices.

Subject to the provisions of § 1034.53,
the prices per hundredweight for Class
II milk for the month shall be computed
by the market administrator as follows:

(a) Except as provided in paragraph
(b) of this section, the amount for the
month computed pursuant to §1034.50,
but not more than the sum of the
amounts computed pursuant to subpara-
graphs (1) and (2) of this paragraph
(rounded to nearest cent), plus 10 cents:

(1) From the Chicago butter price
computed pursuant to § 1034.50, subtract
3 cents and multiply by 4.2; and

(2) From the welghted averame of
carlot prices per pound of spray process
nonfat dry milk for human consumption
f.0.b. manufacturing plants in the Chi-
cago area, as published for the period
from the 26th doy of the preceding
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meonth through the 25th day of the cur-
rent month by the Department, deduct
5.5 cents and multiply by 8.2.

(b) For skim milk uszd to preduce
cottame cheese the amount computed for
the month pursuant to paragsraph (2)
of this section plus 29 cents.

§1034.53 Butterfat differentials to han-
dlers.

(2) Class X price. Multiply the Chicago
butter price computed pursuant fo
& 1034.50 for the immediately preceding
month by 0.120.

(b) Class IX price. Multiply the Cui-
cago butter price for the month by 0.115.

§1034.54 Location adjustment to han-
dlers.

(a) The price for Class I milk at a
plant located outside the marketing area
and more than 50 miles by the sheortest
hard-surface hishway distance as de-
termined by the market administrator
from the nearest of the main post of-
fices of Dayton, Piqua, Springfield,
Urbana, or Wilmington, Ohio, shall
be the price computed pursuant to
§1034.51(2) reduced according to the
rates set forth in the followinz schedule
for the distance of the plant from such

nearest basing point:
Eate per
hurdred-
Distance of miles weight
from basing point (cents)
Xfore than §0 miles, ol 6.0

For coch edditional 10 miles or fraction
thereof in excess of €0 miles, an addi-
tionnl 1.5

(b) Fluild milk products received by a
handler at a pool plant from another
pool plant shall be assigned for
Class I location adjustment credif,
at the appropriate distance rate as
get forth in paragraph (a) of this
cection, In a volume not in excess of 110
percent of Class I milk (exclusive of pro-
ducer milk diverted as Class I milk to
nonpeool plants) at the transferee planf
less the sum of recelpts at such plant di~
rectly from producers and Class I milk
acsicmed to recelpts from other order
plants and unregulated supply plants.
Such aszsignments shall be made first fo
transferor plants at which no location
adjustment credit is applicable and then
In sequence beginning with the plant at
which the least location adjustment
would apply. If a pool distributing plant
has direct recelpts from producers less
than 110 percent of Class I milk at such
plant any bulk transfers to such plant
from another pgol plant to which a o~
cation credit applles shall be assigned to
the Class I disposition a2t the transferee
plant prorated with the sum of receipts
at such plant of preducer milk: and the
pounds assigned as Class I to receipts
from other order plants and unrezulated
supply plants.

§1034.55 Use of equivalent prices.

If for any reason a price quotation or

factor required by this part for comput-

ing class prices or for other purposes Is
not available in the manner desecribed,
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the market sdministrator shall use a
price or factor determined by the Secre-
tary to be equivalent to the price or fac-
tor which is required.

APPLICATION OF PROVISIONS

§ 1034.60 Producer-handlers and Gov-
ernmental Agencies.

(a) Sections 1034.40 through 1034.55
and §§ 1034.61 through 1034.88 shall not
apply to a producer-handler.

(b) None of the provisions of this part
except § 1034.14 shall apply to a plant
operated by a governmental agency.

§ 1034.61 Plants subject to other Fed-

eral orders.

The provisions of this part other than
§§ 1034.30, 1034.31, 1034.32, 1034.33, and
1034.34 shall not apply to:

(a) A distributing plant during any
month in which the milk at such plant
would be subject to the classification
and pricing provisions of another order
issued pursuant to the Act, unless such
plant qualified as a pool plant pursuant
to § 1034.13(a) and a greater volume of
fluild milk products is disposed of from
such plant to retail or wholesale outlets
in the Miami Valley, Ohio, marketing
area and to pool plants under this parf
than in the marketing area and to pool
plants regulated by such other order
during the current month and each of the
three months immediately preceding.

(b) A supply plant meeting the re-
quirements of §1034.13(b) which also
continues to have pool plant status un-
der another Federal order.

§ 1034.62 Obligation of a handler oper.
ating a partially regulated distribut-
ing plant.

Fach handler who operates a partially
regulated distributing plant shall pay to
the market administrator for the pro-
ducer-settlement fund on or before the
25th day after the end of the month
either of the amourts (at the handler’s
election) calculated pursuant to para-
graph (a) or (b) of this section. If the
handler fails to report pursuant to
§§ 1034.30 and 1034.32 the information
necessary to compute the amount speci-
fled in paragraph (a) of this section, he
shall pay the amount computed pursuant
to paragraph (b) of this section.

(a) An amount computed as follows:

(1) () The obligation that would
have been computed pursuant to
§ 1034.70 had such plant been a pool
plant. For purposes of such computation,
recelpts at such nonpool plant from a
pool plant or an other order plant shall
be sssigned to the utilization at which
classified at the pool plant or other order
plant, transfers from such nonpool plant
to & pool plant or an other order plant
shall be classified as Class II milk if
allocated to such class at the pool plant
or other order plant and be valued at
the weighted average price of the respec-
tive order is so allocated to Class I milk.
There shall be included in the obligation
so computed & charge in the amount
specified in § 1034.70(f) and a credit in
the amount specified in § 1034.84(b) (2)
with respect to receipts from an un-
regulated supply plant, unless an obliga-
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tion with respect to such plant is
computed as specified in subdivision (i)
of this subparagraph.

(ii) If the operator of the partially
regulated distributing plant so requests,
and provides with his reports pursuant
to §§ 1034.30 and 1034.32, similar reports
with respect to the operations of any
other nonpool plant which serves as a
supply plant for such partially regulated
distributing plant by shipments to such
plant during the month equivalent to the
requirements of § 1034.13(b), with agree-
ment of the operator of such plant that
the market administrator may examine
the books and records of such plant for
purposes of verification of such reports,
there will be added the amount of the
obligation computed at such nonpool
supply plant in the same manner and
subject to the same conditions as for the
partially regulated distributing plant.

(2) From this obligation there wili be
deducted the sum of:

(i) The gross payments made by such
handler for Grade A milk received during
the month from dairy farmers at such
plant and like payments made by the
operator of a supply plant(s) included
in the computations pursuant to sub-
paragraph (1) of this paragraph; and

(ii) Any payments to the producer-
settlement fund of another order under
which such plant is also a partially
regulated distributing plant.

(b) An amount computed as follows:

(1) Determine the respective amounts
of skim milk and butterfat disposed of
as route disposition (other than to pool
plants) in the marketing area;

(2) Deduct the respective amounts of
skim milk and butterfat received as
Class I milk at the partially regulated
distributing plant from pool plants and
other order plants, except that deducted
under a similar provision of another
order issued pursuant to the Act;

(3) Combine the amounts of skim
milk and butterfat remaining into one
total and determine the weighted average
butterfat content; and

(4) From the value of such milk at
the Class I price applicable at the loca-
tion of the nonpool plant, subtract its
value at the weighted average price ap-
plicable at such location (not to be less
than the Class II price).

DETERMINATION OF PRICES TO PRODUCERS

§ 1034.70 Computation of the net pool
obligation of each pool handler.

The net pool obligation of each pool
handler during each month shall be a
sum of money computed by the market
administrator as follows:

(a) Multiply the quantity of producer
milk in each class for such handler, as
computed pursuant to §1034.45(c), by
the applicable class prices (adjusted pur-
suant to §§ 1034.53 and 1034.54) and add
the resulting amounts.

(b) Add the amount obtained from
multiplying the pounds of overage de-
ducted from each class pursuant to
§ 1034.45(a) (11) and the corresponding
step of §1034.45(b) by the applicable
class prices.

(¢) Add the amount obtained fiom
multiplying the difference between the
Class II price for the preceding month
and the Class I price for the current
month by the hundredweight of skim
milk and butterfat subtracted from Class
I pursuant to §1034.45(a)(6) and the
corresponding step of § 1034.45(b).

(d) Add an amount determined by
multiplying the difference between the
Class I price for the preceding month
and the Class I price for the current
month by the hundredwelght of skim
milk and butterfat subtracted from Class
I pursuant to §1034.45(a) (3» and the
corresponding step of § 1034.45(b). If the
Class I price for the current month is
less than the Class I price for the pre-
ceding month the result shall be & minus
amount.

(e) Add an amount equal to the dif«
ference between the value at the Clags I
price applicable at the pool plant and
the value at the Class II price, with re-
spect to skim milk and butterfat in other
source milk subtracted from Class I
pursuant to §1034.45(a)(4) and the
corresponding step of § 1034.45(b).

(f) Add an amount equal to the value
at the Class I price adjusted for location
(in the manner provided pursuant to
§1034.54) of the nearest nonpool
plant(s) from which an equivalent vol.
ume was received, with respect to skim
milk and butterfat subtracted from
Class I pursuant to § 1034.45(a) (8) and
the corresponding step of § 1034.45(b).

§1034.71 Computation of uniform
price.

For each month the market adminis-
trator shall compute the uniform price
per hundredweight of producer milk, of
3.5 percent butterfat content, as follows:

(a) Combine into one total the valucs
computed pursuant to §1034.70 for all
handlers, except those of handlers who
failed to make payments required pur-
suant to §§ 1034.80 and 1034.84 for the
preceding month;

(b) Add an amount equal to the sum
of the location differential adjustments
computed pursuant to § 1034.82;

(e) Subtract, if the weighted averago
butterfat test of all producer milk is
greater than 3.5 percent, or add if the
weighted average butterfat test of such
milk is less than 3.5 percent an amount
computed by multiplying the difference
between such weighted average butterfat
test and 3.5 by the butterfat differential
computed pursuant to § 1034.81;

(d) Add an amount representing not
less than one-half the unobligated bal-
ance in the producer-settlement fund;

(e) Divide the resulting amount by
the sum of the following for all handlers
included in these computations:

(1> The total hundredweight of pro-
ducer milk; and

(2) The total hundredwelght for
which a value Is computed pursuant to
§ 1034.70(f) ;

(f) Subtract not less than 4 cents nor
more than 5 cents per hundredwelght.
The result shall be the “welghted average
price” and, except for the months speci-
fied below, shall be the “uniform price”
for milk received from producers;
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(g) For the months specified in para-

graphs () and (@) of this section, sub-
tract from the amount resulting from the
computation pursuant to paragraphs (a)
through (@) of this section an amount
computed by multiplying the hundred-
weight of milk specified in paragraph
(e) (2) of this section by the weighted
average price;
' (h) Subtract for each of the months
of April, May, June, and July an amount
computed by multiplying the total hun-
dredweight of producer milk for such
month by the following amounts: 20
cents in April, 25 cents in May and June,
and 20 cents in July;

(1) .Add for each of the months of Sep-
tember, October, November, and Decem-
ber, 20, 30, 30, and 20 percent, respective-
1y, of the obligated balance in the pro-
ducer-settlement fund pursuant to
§1034.83(b) on August 31, immedlately
preceding;

(§) Divide the resulting sum by the
total hundredweight of producer milk
included in these computations; and

(k) Subtract not less than 4 cents nor

more than 5 cents per hundredweight.’

The result shall be the “uniform price”
for milk received from producers.

PAYLIENTS

§1034.80 Time and method of payment
for producer

(a) XExcept as provided in paragraphs
), (c), and (d) of this section, each
handler shall make payment for pro-
ducer milk received during the month as
follows:

(1) On or before the 27th day of each
month to each producer who did not dis-
continue shipping milk to such handler
before the 15th day of the month not less
than the Class IT price for the preceding
month computed to the nearest 50 cents
multiplied by the hundredweight of milk
received from such producer during the
first 15 days of the month, less proper de-
ductions authorized by such producer to
be made from payments due pursuant to
this subparagraph;

(2) On or before the 17th day of the
following month to each producer, not
Iess than the uniform price, adjusted by
the butterfat and location differentials
to producers, multiplied by the hundred-
weight of milk received from such pro-
ducer during the month, subject to the
Iollowing adjustments:

(i) Less payments made to such pro-
ducer pursuant to subparagraph (1) of
this paragraph;

(ii) X.ess marketing service deductions
made pursuant to § 1034.87;

(iii) Plus or minus adjustments for
errors made in previous payments made
to such producer; and

(iv) Less proper deductions author-
ized in writing by such producer.

(3) If by such date for final payment,
such handler has not received full pay-
ment from the market administrator
pursuant to § 1034.85 for such month, he
may reduce pro rata his payments to
producers by not more than the amount.
of such underpayment. Payments to pro-
ducers shall be completed thereafter not
later than the date for making payments
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pursuant to this parasraph next follow-
ing after the receipt of the balance due
from the market administrator;

(b) Payments required in paragraph
(&) of this section chall be made to ¢
cooperative association, qualified under
§1034.5, or its duly authorized agent,
with respect to milk of producers which
the market administrator determines
have authorized such cgoperative acso-
ciation to collect payment for their millz
and the cooperative association has pre-
sented the handler with a written request
for such payments. Payments to the co-
operative assgeiation under this para-
graph shall be made 1 day in advance of
the applicable payment dates in para-
graph (a), subject to the condition that
the association has provided the handler
with a written promise to reimburse the
handler the amount of any actual los
Incurred by such handler because of any
improper claim on the part of the coop-
erative association;

(c) On or before the 15th doy of the
following month, each handler shall pay
to each cooperative assoclation for millz
the handler receives during the month
from a pool plant operated by such as-
sociation, not less than the minimum
prices for milkk in each clacs, subject
to the applicable location and butterfat
differentials;

(d) On or before the 15th day of the
following month, each handler, in his
capacity as operator of a pool plant, who

receives milk for which a cooperative:

association is the handler during the
month pursuant to § 1034.8(¢) chall pay
such cooperative association for such
milk at the uniform price, adjusted by
applicable butterfat and location differ-
entials; and

(e) None of the provisions of this cec-
tion shall be construed to restrict any
cooperative assoeintion qualificd under
section 8c(5) (F) of the Act from making
payment for milk to its member pro-
ducers in accordance with such provi-
slon of the Act.

§ 1034.81 Butterfat differential to pro-
ducers.

‘The uniform price for producer milk
shall be increased or decreased for each
one-tenth of 1 percent that the butter-
fat content of such milk Is above or
below 3.5 percent, respectively, at the
rate determined by multplylng the
pounds of butterfat in producer milk al-
located to Class I and Class IT milk
pursuant to §1034.45 by the respective
butterfat differential for each clacs, dl-
viding the sum of such values by the
total pounds of such butteriat and round-
ing the resultant ficure to the nearest
one-tenth cent.

§1034.82 Location differentials to pro-
ducers and on nonpool milk.

(2) For the purposes of § 1034.71, the
uniform price at a pool plant chall be
reduced on the basis of the applicable
amount or rate for the location of such
pool plant pursuant to § 1034.54; ‘

(b) For the purpose of computations
pursuant to § 1034.84 the welchted aver-
age price shall be adjusted on the basls
of the applicable amount or rate pur-
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suant to § 1034.54, applicable af the loca-
tion of the nonpaol plant from which the
milk was recelved.

§1034.03 Producer-setilement fund.

The market administrator shall estab-
lish and maintain a szparate fund
Eknown as the ‘“producer-szttlement
fund”, which shall function as follows:

(a) All payments made by handlers
pursuant to §§ 1034.62, “1034.2¢, and
1034.€6 shall be dsposited in such fund
and out of which chall be made a2ll pay-
ments pursuant to §§1034.25 and
1034.86, ezcept that any p 2yments due
{0 any handler shall be offszt by any pay-
ments due from such hondler; and

(b) All amounts subtracted pursuznt
to § 1034.71¢h) shall be deposited in this
fund and set aside as an obligated bal-
ance until withdravn fo effectnate
§ 1034.80 In accordance with the require-
ments of §1034.711). -

§1034.84 Paymenis 1o the producer-
settlement fund.

On or before the 14th day of the fol-
lowing month each handler, including a
cooperative ascociation which is a
handler, shall pay to the marizef admin-
Istrator the amount, if any, by which the
total amount specifizd in paracgraph (2)
of this section excezeds the amount
g:eclﬁed in paragraph (b) of this sse-

on:

(a) The sum of the net pool oblication
computed pursuzant to § 1034.70 for such
handler for the month; and

(b) The sum of:

(1) The value of producser miliz re-
celved by such handler at the applicable
miform price specified In §1034.71 Gn
the case of a cogperative assoeiation zs 2
pool handler pursuant to § 1034.8(c) the
value of mills so delivered to the pasl
plant of another handler shall be com-
puted as o receipt of the latter); and

(2) The value ot the welchted aver-
are price(s) applicable at the location
of the plant(s) from which received (nst
to be lecs than the value at the Class IT
price) with respzct to other souree millz
for which a value is computed pursuant
to §1034.70(D).

§1031.85 Payments ont of the pro-
ducer-settlement {und.

On or before the 16th day after the
end of each month the markef admin-
Istrator shall pay fo each handlzr the
amount, iIf any, by which the amount
computed pursuant to § 1034.84(b) ex-
ceeds the amount computed pursuant to
§ 1034.84(a). The market administrator
shall offset any payment due any handler
against any poyments due from such
handler.

§1034.66 Adjustmentsof errors.

Yhenever audit by the market admin-
istrator of any handler's reports, haols,
records, or accounts disclozes adjust-
ments to ba made, for any reason, which
results in monies due (a) the market ad-
ministrator from such hangdler, (b) such
handler from the market administrator,
or (¢) any producer or cooperafive as-
saclation from such handler, the market
administrator shall promptly notify such
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handler of any such amount due, and
payment thereof shall be made on or be~
fore the next date for making payments
set forth in the provision under which
such error occurred.

§ 1034.87 Marketing services.

(a) Deductions. Except as set forth
in paragraph (b) of this section, each
handler shall deduct an amount not
exceeding 6 cents per hundredweight,
or such lesser amount as the Sec-
retary from time to time may prescribe,
from the payments made pursuant to
§ 1034.80, with respect to all milk re~
ceived by such handler during each
month from producers (not including
such handler’'s own production) and
from associations of producers, and shall
pay such deductions to the market ad-
ministrator on or before the 14th day
after the end of such month. Such
moneys shall be used by the market ad-
ministrator to verify weights, samples,
and tests of such milk received by
handlers and to provide such producers
and associations of producers with
merket Information, such services to be
performed in whole or in part by the
market administrator or by an agent
engaged by him and responsible to him.

(b) By cooperative associations. In the
case of producers for whom a cooperative
association is actually performing as
determined by the Secretary, the services
set forth in paragraph (a) of this section,
each handler shall make, in lieu of the
deductions specified in paragraph (a) of
this section, such deductions from the
payments to be made to such producers
as authorized by such producers and, on
or before the 16th day after the end of
the month, pay over such deductions to
the cooperative association rendering
such services.

§ 1034.88 Expense of administration.

As his prorata share of the expense of
sdministration of the order, each handler
(excluding & cooperative association in
its capacity as a handler pursuant to
§ 1034.8(c) with respect to milk delivered
to pool plants) shall pay to the market
administrator on or before the 14th day
after the end of the month, 2 cents per
hundredweight or such lesser amount as
g’le Secretary may prescribe, with respect

(a) Producer milk (including such
handler’s own production) ;

(b) Other source milk allocated to
Class I pursuant to §§ 1034.45(a) (4) and
1034.45(a) (8) and the corresponding
steps of § 1034.45(b) ; and

(¢) Packaged Class I milk disposed of
from partially regulated distributing

lants as route disposition in the market-

g area that exceeds the hundredweight
of Class I milk received during the month
at such plants from pool plants and other
order plants.

EFFECTIVE TIME, SUSPENSION OR
TERMINATION

§ 1034.90 Effective time.

The provisions of this part, or any
amendments to its provisions, shall be-
come effective at such time as the Secre-
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tary may declare and shall continue in
force until suspended or terminated.

§ 1034.91 Suspension or termination,

The Secretary may suspend or termi-
nate this part or any provision of this
part, whenever he finds that it obstructs,
or does not tend to effectuate the de-
clared policy of the Act. This part shall
terminate, in any event, whenever the
provisions of the Act authorizing it cease
to be in effect.

§1034.92 Continuing power and duty
of the market administrator.

(a) If, upon the suspension or termi-
nation of any or all provisions of this
part, there are any obligations arising
under this part, the final accrual or as-
certainment of which requires further
acts by any handler, by the market ad-
ministrator, or by any other person, the
power and duty to perform such further
acts shall continue notwithstanding such
suspension or termination. Any such acts
required to be performed by the market
administrator shall, if the Secretary so
directs, be performed by such other per-
son, persons, or agency as the Secretary
may designate.

(b) The market administrator, or
such other person as the Secretary may
designate, shall (1) continue in such
capacity until discharged by the Sec-
retary, (2) from time to time account for
all receipts and disbursements, and when
so directed by the Secretary, deliver all
funds or property on hand, together with
the books and records of the market
administrator, or such person, to such
person as the Secretary may direct, and
(3) if so directed by the Secrefary, ex-
ecute such assignments or other instru-
ments necessary or appropriate to vest in
such person full title to all funds, prop~
erty, and claims vested in the market
administrator or such person pursuant
hereto.

§ 1034.93 Liquidation after suspension
or termination,

Upon the suspension or termination of
any or all provisions of this part, the
market administrator, or such person as
the Secretary may designate shall, if so
directed by the Secretary, liquidate the
business of the market administrator’s
office and dispose of all funds and prop-
erty then in his possession or under his
control together with claims for any
funds which are unpaid or owing at the
time of such suspension or termination.
Any funds collected pursuant to the pro-
visions of this part, over and above the
amounts necessary to meet outstanding
obligations and the expenses necessarily
incurred by the market administrator or
such person in liquidating and distribui:_-
ing such funds, shall be distributed to
the contributing handlers and producers
in an equitable manner.

MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS
§ 1034.100 Termination of obligations.

‘The provisions of this section shall ap-
ply to any obligation under this part for
the payment of money.
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(a) The obligation of any handler to
pay money required to be pald under the
terms of this part shall, except as pro-
vided in paragraphs (b) and (¢) of this
section, terminate 2 years after tho last
day of the month during which the mar-
ket administrator recelves the handler's
utilization report on the milk involved in
such. obligation, unless within such
2-year period the market administrator
notifies the handler in writing that such
money is due and payable. Service of
such notice shall be complete upon mail«
ing to the handler’s last known address,
and it shall contain but need not be
limited to, the following information:

(1) The amount of the obligation;

(2) The month(s) during which the
milk, with respect to which the obliza-
tion exists, was received or handled; and

(3) If the obligation is payable to one
or more producers or to an association
of producers, the name of such pro-
ducer(s) or association of producers, or
if the obligation is payable to the market
administrator, the account for which it

. is to be paid.

(b) If a handler fails or refuses, with
respect to any obligation under this part,
to make available to the market adminis-
trator or his representatives all books and
records required by this part to be made
available, the market administrator may,
within the 2-year period provided for in
paragraph (a) of this section, notify the
handler.in writing of such failure or re-
fusal. If the market administrator so 1no-
tifies a handler, the sald 2-year period
with respect to such obligation shall not
begin to run until the first day of the
month following the month during which
all such books and records pertaining
to such obligations are made available
to the market administrator or his repre-
sentatives.

(¢) Notwithstanding the provisions of
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section,
& handler’s obligation under this part to
pay money shall not be terminated with
respect to any transaction involving
fraud or willful concealment of a fact,
material to the obligation, on the part
of the handler against whom the obliga-
tion is sought to be imposed.

(d> Any obligation on the part of the
market administrator to pay & handler
any money which such handler claims
to be due him under the terms of this
part shall terminate 2 years after the
end of the month during which the milk
involved in the claim was recelved if
an underpayment is claimed, or 2 years
after the end of the month durlng which
the payment (including deduction or set
off by the market administrator) was
made by the handler if a refund on such
payment is claimed, unless such handler,
within the applicable period of time
files, pursuant to section 8c(15) (A) of
the Act, & petition claiming such money.

§ 1034.101  Agent«,

The Secretary may, by designation in
writing, name any officer or employee of
the United States to act as his agent or
representative in connection with any of
the provisions of this part.
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§1034.102 Separability of provisions.

If any provision of this part, or the
application thereof to any person or cir-
cumstances, is held invalid, the re-
mainder of the part and the application
of such provision to other persons or
circumstances shall not be affected
thereby. -

Signed at Washington, D.C., on June 8§,
1967. .
- CLARENCE H. GIRARD,
Deputy Administrator
Regulatory Programs.

[FR. Doc. 67-6621; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:45 am.]

Packers and Stockyards
Administration

[9 CFR Part 2011

REGULATIONS UNDER THE PACKERS
AND STOCKYARDS ACT

Nofice of Proposed Rule Making

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant
to the provisions of section 407(a) of the
Packers and Stockyards Act (7 US.C.
sec. 228(a)), the Packers and Stock-
yards Administration proposes to amend
§§ 201.10, 201.50, 201.52, 201.58, 201.61,
and 201.71 of Title 9 of the regulations
under the Packers and Stockyards Act,
1921, as amended (7 US.C. sec. 181 e}
seq.), as follows:

1. Paragraph (d) of § 201.10 would be
amended to cover only registration
policies and procedures. The remaining
provisions of the present regulation
would be covered by the proposed amend-
ment to § 201.61. As amended, paragraph
(d> would read, as follows:

§201.10 Reguirements and procedures.

* *x x ] *

(d) No person applying for registra-
tion to engage in business as a market
agency selling livestock on a commission
or agency basis shall be registered to act
in the capacity of clearing agency for
any other person engaged in business as
a packer or as an independently operated
and separately registered market agency
or dealer. :

§201.50 [Amended] °

2. Paragraph (b) of § 201.50 would he
amended by adding “Scale test reports”
to the categories of records which stock-
yard owners, market agencies, dealers,
and licensees (commission merchants
and dealers) may destroy after they have
been retained for a period of 2 years.

§ 201.52 [Amended]

3. Section 201.52 would be amended by
changing the words “a trucker” and “the
trucker”, appearing in the first proviso,
to “any person” and “such person”, re-
spectively.

4. Section 201.58 would be amended to
clarify the duties of market agencies and
licensees with respect tothe sale of con-
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siened lvestock or live poultry. The text
would be amended to read as follows:

§ 201.58 Sales to be made openly and in
2 manner to promote interests of co-
signors and not conditioned on sales
of other consignments.

Every market agency and licencee en-
gaged in the business of selling livestock
or live poultry on a commicsion or agency
basls shall sell the livestock or live poul-
try consigned to it openly and in such
manner as to best promote the interests
of the consignors. The market afency or
licensee shall sell each consignment of
livestock or live poultry on its merits, and
shall not make the sale of one consisn-
ment of livestock or live poultry condi-
tional on the sale of another and dif-
ferent consicnment of livestock or live
poultry: Provided, That this shall not
prohibit the sale In graded lots of lve-
stock or live poultry belonging to dif-
ferent consignors who have consented
thereto. In such cases, cettlement shall
be on the basis of the welght chown on
the scale ticket issued at the Hime the
consignor’s livestock or live poultry is
weizhed.

5. Paragraph (a) of § 201.61 would be
broadened to prohibit selling arencles
from clearing or financing other selling
agencies, buying agencles, and packers,
as well as dealers, The heading and text
of such paragraph would be amended to
read as follows:

§ 201.61 DMarket agencies engaged in
selling or purchasing livestock on
commission.

(a) IMMarlket agencics engaged in sell-
ing livestoclk on commission not to clcar
or finance dealers, market agencics, or
packers. No market agency engared in
selling , livestock on a commisslon or
agency basls shall clear, finance, or fur-
nish ofiice space, bookkeeping, or similar
services to any unregistered dealer or
market agency, or any independently op-
erated and separately registered dealer
or market agency, or any packer. Nor
shall such a market agency enter into
any agreement, relationship, or ascocla-
Hon with any dealer, market arency, or
packer which micght have the tendency
tolessen the loyalty of the market arency
to its conslignors or impair the quality of
the market agency’s selling services.

& L - * L J

§ 201.71 [Amendecd]

6. Secton 201.71 would he amended by
deleting the words “not later than Janu-
ary 1,1965,”.

Any person who wishes to submit writ-
ten data, views, or arpuments concerning
the proposed amendments may do so by
filing them in duplcate with the Hear-
ing Clerk, U.S. Department of Acricul-
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250, on or be-
fore June 30, 1967.

All written submissions made pursuant
to this notice will be made avallable for
public inspection at such times and
places and in o manner convenfent to
the public business (7 CFR 1.27¢b)).
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Daone at Woshinston, D.C., this 8th day
of June 1967.
DoxALD A. CAMPEELL,
Acting Adminisirator, Packers
and Stocl:yards Administration.

[P.R. Dos. €7-6742; Filed, Junz 14, 1967
8:49 am.]

[9 CFR Part 2031

STATEMENT OF GENERAL POLICY
UNDER THE PACKERS AND STOCK-
YARDS ACT

Vacation of Rate Orders

Notice is hereby given that pursuznt
to section 407(a) of the Packers and
Stockyards Act, 1921, as amended (7
U.8.C. 181 et geq.), the Packers and
Stockyards Administratlon proposzs fo
icsue the folloving statement of general
pollcy under cald Act as § 203.11 of Title 9,
Code of Federal Rezulations:

§ 203.11 Statement with respect to vaea-
tion of rate orders under the Packers
and Stockyards Act.

(a) Under the Pacliers and Stoclyards
Act, formal rate orders prescribing rea-
conzble rates and charges for the fur-
nizhingz of stoclyard services have bzen
icsued atf varlous times. There are now
in effect 26 such orders, 14 of which re-
1ate to rates and charges for stochyard
services furnished by stockyard opsra-
tors and 12 of which concern rafes and
charges for serviczs furnished by mar-
Let amencles. Most of the basle orders in
theze cases have been in effect for more
than 20 years. From time fo times the
respondents have petitioned for modifi-
cations of such orders to reflect chanzed
circumstances or conditions and when
such petitfons have been found fo bz
Justified they have been granted. In z2c-
cordance with the administrative proce-
dure provisions of Title 5 of the United
States Code (5 U.S.C. 553), the Rules of
Proctice Governing Proceedinzs under
the Packers and Stoclkyards Act (9 CFR
201.1 et ceq.) require that notlee of every
petition for modification which involves
on increace In rates and charges, or a2
rate or charge for services not thereto-
fore covered by order, shall be published
in the Frornan RzecisteEr and interested
percons be given an opportunify fo file
with the Hearinz Clerk a written request
to be heard in the matter. The rules of
practice also provide that an answer fo
such a petition shall be filed within 20
days from date of publication of such
notice. Under section 313 of the Act, an
order concerning rates and charges moy
not be made effective in less than 5 dags
after slenature. With respect to a stock-
yard operator or market agency not sub-
ject to a formal rate order, chanzes may
be made in its rates and charges upon 10
days' notice to the public and the De-
partment: Provided, howerer, Thot any
such change may be suspended for a total
period of €0 days In any insfance in
which it appears the change would result
in unjust, unreasonable, or discrimina-
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tory rates and charges and a hearing
held with respect to the matter.

(b) During the period the basic rate
orders have been in effect, an informal
procedure has developed in connection
with proposed modification of rates or
charges of the stockyard owners and
market agencies subject to such orders.
The stockyard owners and market agen-
cies have become familiar with the type
of information necessary to substantiate
changes in prescribed rates or charges
and to show the reasonableness thereof.
In most Instances those desiring to mod-
ity the rates or charges seek an advance
indication of the attitude of the Packers
and Stockyards Administration toward
the changes to be proposed. In the event
there is a question as to the data sub-
mitted or as to reasonableness of the
changes, additional information is sought
or conferences are held between repre-
sentatives of the Administration and the
parties concerned. This method has
proved very satisfactory as a means of
resolving doubts, adjusting differences
and reaching an agreement concerning
the proposed modification of the rates
and charges. In practically all cases a
tentative agreement is reached before a
petition for modification of the rate order
is filed with the Hearing Clerk. There
hsave been very few instances in which an
interested person has submitted any
datsa, views, or comments or filed a re-
quest to be heard in connection with a
petition pursuant to the notice published
in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

(c) After a basic rate order has been
in effect for a period of 10 years, there
would not appear to be any useful pur-
pose served, under normal conditions, in
continuing such order in effect, thereby
necessitating the continuation of the
formal procedure for obtaining a modifi-
cation of the rates and charges referred
to in paragraph (a) of this section. It is
the view of the Packers and Stockyards
Administration, therefore, that when a
basic rate order has been in effect for a
period of 10 years, the Department
should entertain a petition for dismissal
or vacation of such rate order and unless
economic conditions, or the marketing
structure in the trade territory, or other
circumstances require otherwise, such
petition should be concurred in. This
would place the stockyard owner or mar-
ket agencies affected by the rate order in
question on the same basis as those stock-
yard owners and market agencies which
are not subject to formal rate orders.
This procedure would not affect the basic
protective rate provisions of the Packers
and Stockyards Act should it become
necessary to invoke them.

Any person who desires to submit writ-
ten data, views, or arguments in connec-
tion with the aforesaid proposal, should
file the same, in duplicate, with the Hear-
ing Clerk, Room 112, Administration
Building, Washington, D.C. 20250, not
later than July 21, 19617.

All written submissions made pursuant
to this notice will he made available for
public Inspection at such times and
places and in 2 manner convenient to the
public business (7 CFR 1.27(b)).
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Done at Washington, D.C., this 9th day
of June 1967.
DoNALD A. CAMPBELL,
Acting Administrator.
[RR. Doc. 67-6708; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:46 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

[ 14 CFR Part 391
[Docket No. 8205]

AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES

Vickers Viscount Models 744, 745D,
810 Series Airplanes

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding
an airworthiness directive applicable to
Vickers Viscount Models ‘744, 745D, and
810 Series airplanes. There have been
failures of the Graviner type D.1870N/1
overheat detectors fitted in the breather
outlet ducs in the auxiliary gear box
drive region of the engine intermediate
casing of Dart R.D. a7 engines to activate
the fire alarm warning system. Based on
an investication of the Graviner detec-
tors, it has been determined that these
detectors will not activate the fire alarm
system in an overheating situation at a
temperature low enough to permit reme-
dial action to be taken to prevent or
control fire in this section of the engine.
The proposed AD requires the replace-
ment of specified Graviner overheat de-
tectors with detectors designed to operate
at a lower temperature range.

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate in the making of the proposed
rule by submitting such written data,
views, or arguments as they may desire.
Communications should identify the
docket number and be submitted in du-
plicate to the Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Office of the General Counsel.
Attention: Rules Docket, 800 Independ-
ence Avenue SW. Washington, D.C.
20590. All communications received on
or before July 15, 1967, will be considered
by the Administrator before taking ac-
tion upon the proposed rule. The pro-
posals contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments re-
ceived. All comments will be available,
both before and after the closing date for
comments, in the Rules Docket for exam-~
ination by interested persons.

This amendment is proposed under the
authority of sections 313(a), 601, and
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1423).

In consideration of the foregoing, it is
proposed to amend §39.13 of Part 39
of the Federal Aviation Regulations by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Vicsers. Applies to Viscount Models 744,
745D and 810 Series airplanes.

Within the next 1,000 hours’ time In serv-
ice after the effective date of this AD, unless
already accomplished:
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Replace Graviner D.1870 or D.1870N/1 loop
type overheat detectors with Graviner D.53562
N/1 coll overheat detectors. Replace Graviner
point type detectors as shown in the fol-
lowing table:

Ezxisting P/N Replacement PN
Graviner 4D/3 . cemaa Graviner 134D/3.
Graviner 13D/3 o uux Ciraviner 136D/3.
Graviner 68D/3. ccuu= Graviner 136D/3.
Graviner 150D/07/ Graviner 150D/07/210,

180.

Replace the detectors in accordance with
British Aircraft Corp. Litd, (BAC), Modifiea=
tion Bulletin No. D.3187, Issue 2 (700 Serles),
and Modification Bulletin No. F'G.2056, Issue
2 (810 Series), or an equivalent approved by
the Chief, Alrcraft Certification Staff, Eurepe,
Africa, and Middle East Reglon.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on June
8, 1967,
Epwarp C. HODSON,
Acting Director,
Flight Standards Service.
[F.R. Doc, 67-6710; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:46 am,]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[ 43 CFR Subpart 2244 1
OIL SHALE LANDS

Exchanges; Extension of Time for
Filing Comments

Basis and purpose. Notice 1s hereby
given that the time for submitting com-
ments to the Director, Bureau of Land
Management, Department of the Inte-
rior, Washington, D.C. 20240, on the pro-
posed amendments to the regulations
regarding exchanges of privately owned
lands under the Taylor Grazing Act, pub-
lished at 32 F.R. 7085 on May 10, 1967, is
hereby extended for sixty (60 days from
the date of publication in the Frprran
RecIsTER of this notice,

STEWART L. UpALr,
Secretary of the Intcrior,
JUNE 8, 1967.

[F.R. Doc, 67-6692; PFiled, June 14, 1967;
8:45 am.]

[ 43 CFR Part 31701
OIL SHALE

Extension of Time for Filing
Comments

Basis and purpose. Notice is hereby
given that the {ime for submitting com-
ments to the Director, Bureau of Land
Management, Department of the Inte-
rior, Washington, D.C. 20240, on the pro-
posed amendments to the regulations re-
garding the leasing of oll shale lands,
published at 32 F.R. 7086 on May 10, 1967,
is hereby extended for sixty (80) days
from the date of publication in the Frp~
ErAL REGISTER of this notice.

STEWART L. UpALL,
Secretary of the Interior,

JUNE 8, 1967,
[FR. Doc. 67-6608; MFiled, June 14, 1067;
8:45 a.m.]
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Office of the Secretary
[Antidumping—ATS 643.3-1] .
DISC BRAKE PADS FROM CANADA

Notice of Tenfutive Determination
JUNE 7, 1967.

Information was received on June 13,
1966, that disc brake pads imported from
Canada, manufactured by Atom-Otive
Products, Rexdale, Ontario, Canada, were
being sold at less than fair value within
the meaning of the Antidumping Act,
1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 160 et sea.).
This information was the subject of an
“Antidumping Proceeding Notice” which
was published pursuant to § 14.6(d),
Customs Regulations, in the FepErRAL
RecisTEr of September 16, 1966, on
page 12106 thereof.

I hereby make a ftentative determina-
tion that dise brake pads imported from
Canada, manufactured by Atom-Otive
Products, Rexdale, Ontario, Canada, are
not being, nor likely to be, sold at less
than fair value within the meaning of
section 201(a) of the Antidumping Act,
1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 160(a)).

Statement of reasons on which this
teniative determination is based. It was
determined that the appropriate basis of

_comparison for fair value purposes was
between exporter’s sales price and ad-
justed third ‘country price. Sales in the
United states were made to varying cate-~
gories of purchasers at different dis-
counts depending on the category of pur-
chasers.

As 85 percent of the third country
sales were made to a brake shoe builder,
exporter’s sales price was computed on
the basis of sales to U.S. purchasers who
built brake shoes. From the price to this
category of opurchaser, there were
deducted the appropriate category of
purchaser discount, the inciuded duty
and inland freight and commissions as
applicable. Any other expense of selling
in the United States was negligible.

Adjusted third country price was com-
puted on the basis of the f.0.b. plant price
to & third country purchaser who pur-
chased by far the preponderance of the
disc brake pads exported to third coun-
iries. A quantity discount to this pur-
chaser was deducted as all U.S. pur-
chasers bought in quantities per order
which justified the deduction in calculat-~
ing adjusted third country price. In
addition a commercial discount granted
to this customer, as well as to any other
third country customer, was deducted.

Exporter’s sales price was not lower
than adjusted third country price. It
was noted that regardless of the category
of purchaser discounf granted to U.S.
customers other than brake shoe build-

ers, the results wonld be the same,

Notices

Such written submissions as interested
parties may care to make with respect
to the contemplated action will ke given
appropriate consideration by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury.

If any person believes that any in-
formation obtained by the Bureau of
Customs in the course of this antidump-
ing proceeding is inaccurate or that for
any other reason the tentative deter-
mination is in error, he may request in
writing that the Secretory of the Treas-
ury afford him an opportunity to prezent
his views in this regard.

" Any such written submissions or re-
quests should be addressed to the Com-~
missioner of Customs, 2100 K Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20220, in time to
be received by his office not later than
30 days from the date of publication of
this notice in the Fepenar ReGISTTR.

This tentative determination and the
statement of reasons therefor are pub-
lished pursuant to § 14.8(a) of the Cus-
toms Regulations (19 CFR 14.8(a)).

[searl Taut Davis,
Assistant Secrctary of the Treasury.

[F.R. Doc, 67-6749; Filed, June 14, 106T;
8:49 aam.]

[Antidumping-—-ATS €43.3-17]

- PLASTIC CONTAINERS FROM
CANADA

Determination of Sales at Not Less
Than Fair Value

Junc 7, 1967,

On April 12, 1967, there was published
in the FeperAL RGISTER 4 “Notice of In-
tent to Discontinue Investigation and
of Tentative Determination That No
Sales Exist Below Fair Value” with re-
spect to plastic containers manufac-
tured by Reliance Products, Ltd., Winni-
peg, Canada.

‘The notice stated, with respect to con-
sumer and industrial type containers
(other than 5-gallon industrisl con-
tainers), that purchase price was nob
found to be lower than adjusted home
market price, and that there are not, and
are not likely to be, sales below fafr value.
With respect to the 5-pallon industrial
containers, the notice stated that be-
cause of price revisions, there are not,
and are not likely to be, sales below fair
value.

No persuasive evidence or argument to
the contrary having been prezented
within 30 days of the publication of the
above-mentioned notice in the Feperan
ReGisTER, I hereby determine that for the
above-stated reasons, plastic containers
from Canada, manufactured by Reliance
Products, Ltd.,, Winnipeg, Canada, are
not being, and are not likely to be, cold
at less than fair value vithin the mean-
ing of section 201(a) of the Antidump-
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ing Act, 1921, as amended (19 US.C. 160

).

This determination and the statement
of the reasons therefor are published
pursuant to section 201(c) of the Anti-
dumping Acf, 1921, as amended (19
U.S.C. 160(c)).

[seaL] ‘TrUE DAvis,
ssistant Seerelary of the Treasury.

[\R. Doo. 67-6750; Filed, June 14, 1357;
8:59 2.m.]

DEPARTRENT OF THE INTERIOR

Burcau of Land Management
[rIontans 1633]

MONTANA

Notice of Classification of Lands for
Multiple Use Management

Jane 9, 18567,

1. Purcuant to the Act of Szptzmber
19, 1864 (43 U.S.C. 1411-183) and the
resulations in 43 CFR Parts 2410 and
2411, the public lands within the areas
decceribzd below tozether with any lands
therein that may bhzcome public lands in
the future are hereby classified for mul-
tiple-use managemenf. Publication of
this notice has the effect of szzrezat-
ing the dezeribed lands from appropri-
ation only under the agricultural land
laws (43 US.C. Pis. 7 and 9; 25 USC.
sec. 334) and from sales under szction
2455 of the Reviszd Statutes (43 US.C.
1171) and the lands shall remain open to
all other applicable forms of appropria-
tion, including the minins and mineral
leasing laws. As used herein, “public
lands” means any lands withdravn or
rezerved by Executive Order 6910 of INo-
vember 26, 1934, as amended, or within
o, grazing district established pursuant
to the Act of June 28, 1934 (43 Staf.
12691, a5 amended, which are nof other-
wice withdrawn or reserved for a Federal
US@ Or purposa.

2. o comments were reczived in re-
sponse to the notice of propaszd elassi-
fication publiched in the Froerar Recis-
TER (32 F.R. 5379-5381) dated March 30,
1067. Several comments were reczived
at the public hearing held April 13, 1957
at Dillon, Mont. All comments were care-
fully considered and no changes were
deemed necezsary as a result of the eom-
ments., The record showing commants
received and other information ean be
examined in the Dillon District Ofiice,
Dillon, Mont., and the Iand Office, Bu-~
reau of XLand DIMManagement, Federal
Building, Billings, Mont.

3. The public lands affectzd by this
classification are located within the fol-
lowing described area and are shown on
maps on file in the Dillon District Of-
fice, Dillon, Mont., and on maps and rec-
ords in the Land Office, Bureau of Land

15, 1967
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Management, Federal Bullding, Billings,

Mont.

PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, MONTANA
BEAVERHEAD COUNTY

T.188.,R.1E,

Bec, 38.
T.148,R.1E,

Secs, 1 to b, Inclusive;

Becs. 8 to 17, incluslve;

Secs. 20 to 20, inclusive;

Becs. 81 to 86, inclusive.
T.16S,R.1E,

Secs. b and 6.
T.188,R.1W,,

Secs. 18 to 24, inclusive,
T.148,R.1W.,,

Secs. 81 to 36, inclusive,
T.168,R.1W,,

Secs. 1 to 3, Inclusive.
T.138.,,R.2W.,,

Secs. 1 to 18, inclusive;

Sacs. 20 to 24, inclusive,
T.148,R.2W.,

Secs. 18 and 19;

Secs. 26 to 36, incluslve.

R.2

Secs. 14 to 23, inclusive;

Secs. 26 to 35, inclusive.
Tps. 13 t0 15 8., R. 5 W.
T.98,R.6 W,

Secs, 4 to 9, Inclusive;

Secs. 16 to 21, incluslive;

Secs. 28 to 80, inclusive;

Secs. 1 to 4, Inclusive;

Secs. 10, 11, 12, 15, and 31.
Tps.11t0 14S,R.6 W.
T.168,R.6 W,,

Becs, 2 to 10, inclusive;

Secs. 17 to 20, Incluslve.
T.88.,R.TW.,

Secs. 19 to 21, inclusive;

Secs. 28 to 33, inclusive.
T.98.,R.TW.,,

Secs, 1 to 6, inclusive;

Secs. 8 to 15, inclusive;

BSecs. 22 to 25, inclusive.
T.108,R.TW,,

Secs. 6 to 8, inclusive;

Secs. 17 to 23, Inclusive;

Secs. 27 to 36, inclusive.
Tps. 110148, R.TW.
T.168,R.TW,,

8ecs. 1 to 3, Inclusive;

Secs. 10 10 15, inclusive;

Becs. 22 to 24, inclusive.
T.48..R.8W.,,

Sec. 31.
T.68.,R.8W,,

Becs. 1 to 18, inclusive.
T.88,R.8W,,

Becs. 23 to 26, inclusive;

Secs. 35 and 36.
T.98,R.8W.,

Sec. 7;

Sece. 17 to 22, inclusive;

Becs. 27 to 35, inclusive.
Tps.10t0 14 S, R.8 W.
T.18,R.9W,,

Secs. 18 to 20, inclusive;

Becs. 29 to 32, inclusive.
T.28.,R.9W.,

Becs. 5 to 10, inclusive;

Secs. 15 to 22, inclusive;

Becs. 26 to 35, inclusive.

NOTICES

T.3S,R.9W,,

Secs. 2 to 11, Inclusive;

Secs. 14 to 23, Incluslve;

Secs. 27 to 34, inclusive.
T.4S,R.9W.,

Secs. 2 to 11, inclusive;

Secs. 14 to 36, inclusive.
T.58,R.9W,,

Secs. 1to 7, inclusive;

Secs. 18 and 19,
T.68.,.R.9W.,

Secs. 7 and 8;

Secs. 17 to 20, inclusive;

Secs. 28 to 34, inclusive.
T.78,R.9W,,

Secs. 3 to 8, inclusive.

T.8S,R.9W,,

Secs. 18 to 20, Inclusive;

Secs. 28 to 35, inclusive.
Tps.9t013S5,R.9W.
T.14S,R.9W,,

Secs. 1 to 3, inclusive;

Secs. 11 to 15, Inclusive;

Secs. 22 to 27, inclusive;

Sec. 36.
T.158,R.9W,,

Sec. 1.
T.18.,R.10W.,

Secs. 3 to 15, Inclusive.
T.28,R.10W,,

Secs. 23 to 26, inclusive;

Secs, 35 and 36.
T.3S.,R.10W,,

Secs. 1 and 2.
T.6S,R.10W,,

Secs. 24 and 25.
T.6S,R.10W.,

Sec. 1;

Becs. 11 to 14, inclusive;

Secs. 16 to 36, Inclusive.
Tps.7t010S.,R. 10 W.
T.11S,R.10W,,

Secs. 1 to 28, inclusive;

Secs. 33 to 36, inclusive.
T.128.,R.10W,,

Secs. 1 to 4, Inclusive;

Secs. 10 to 14, incluslive;

Secs. 22 to 26, inclueive;

Secs. 29 to 32, inclusive;

Sec. 36.
T.13S.,R.10W,,

Secs. 5 t0 9, Inclusive;

Secs. 15 to 22, incluslve;

Secs. 27 to 36, incluslve.
T.148.,R.10W,,

Secs. 2 to 5, inclusive;

Secs. 8 to 11, inclusive;

Secs. 14, 15, 22, 23, 26, and 27;

Secs. 31 to 85, Inclusive.
T.158.,R.10 W,

Secs. 2 to 11, incluslve;

Secs. 15 to 22, inclusive.
T.1N,R.11 W,

Sec. 19;

Secs. 26 to 36, inclusive.
T.18,R,11W,,

Secs. 1and 2;

Secs. 5 to 8, inclusive;

Secs, 17 and 18.
T.65,R.11W,,

Secs. 18 and 19;

Secs. 25 to 36, inclusive.
Tps.7t0 108, R. 11 W.
T,118.,R. 11 W,

Secs. 1 to 24, inclusive;

Secs. 26 to 33, inclusive.
T.128.,R.11W,,

Secs. 5 to 8, inclusive;

Secs. 18 and 36.
T.138,,R.11W,,

Secs.1,2,T;

Secs. 11 to 14, Inclusive;

Secs. 18, 19, 30, and 31.
T.14S,R.11W,,

Secs. 4 1o 10, inclusive;

Secs. 15 to 23, inclusive;

Secs. 25 to 386, inclusive.
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T.158,R.1W,

Secs. 1 to 17, inclusive;

Secs. 21 to 24, inclusive;

Secs. 26 to 28, incluslve;

Secs. 34 and 35.
T.1N,R.12W,

Secs. 3,10, and 11;

Secs. 13 to 15, inclusive;

Secs. 23 and 24.
T.2N,R.12W,,

Secs. 31 to 33, inclusive.
T.68,R.12W,,

Secs. 32 to 34, inclusive.
T.6S,R.12W.,,

Secs. 4 to 8, inclusive;

Secs. 13 to 36, incluslve.
Tps. 710108, R. 12 W.
T.118,R.12W,,

Secs. 1 to 6, inclusive;

Secs. 8 to 17, inclusive;

Secs. 21 {0 28, inclusive;

Secs. 33 to 36, Inclusive.
T.128,R.12W,,

Secs. 1 to 4, inclusive;

Secs. 10 to 15, inclusive;

Secs. 22 to 27, incluslve;

Secs. 33 to 35, incluslve.
T.1385,R.12W,,

Secs. 2 to 4, inclusive;

Secs. 9 to 15, Inclusive;

Secs. 22 to 26, inclusive;

Secs, 35 and 36,
T.14S,R.12W,,

Secs. 1, 12, 13, 24, and 25.
T.1N,R.13 W,

Secs. 4, 7, 8, and 18,
T.2N,R.13W,,

Secs. 33 to 36, inclusive,
T.88,R.13W.,

Secs. 1, 2;

Secs. 11 to 15, Inclusive;

Secs. 21 to 28, Incluslive;

Secs. 31 to 36, {nclusive,
Tps. 9 and 10 S, R. 13 W.
T,118,R.13W,,

Secs. 1 to 9, Inclusive;

Secs. 17 to 21, incluslve;

Secs. 28 to 33, inclusive,
T.IN,R.14'W,,

Secs. 23, 26, 27, 28, 33, 34, and 35.
T.15,R.14 W,

Sec. 4.
T.98,R. 14 W,

Secs. 1 and 2, inclusive;

Secs. 10 to 16, inclusive;

Sec. 19;

Secs. 21 to 28, Inclusivo;

Secs. 30 to 36, inclusive.
T.10S.,R. 14 W.
T.11S,R. 14 W,,

Secs. 1 to 28, inclusive;

Secs. 33 to 36, inclusive,
T.12S,R. 14 W,,

Secs. 1 to 4, inclusive;

Secs. 9 to 11, inclusive;

Sec. 16.
T.98,R.16W,,

Secs. 23 to 28, Inclusive;

Secs. 35 and 36.
T.103,R.16 W,

Secs. 1 {0 3, inclusive;

Secs. 10 to 16, inclusive;

Secs. 21 to 28, inclusive;

Secs. 34 to 36, Incluslve,
T.45,R.16 W.,

Secs. 17 to 20, inclusive;

Secs. 28, 29, and 33,
T.68.,R.16 W.,

Secs 11, 12, 14, and 15.
T.38,R.17TW.,

Secs. 14, 23, 24, and 286.

The public lands in the areas de-

scribed aggregate approximately 664,420
acres.

4. For a period of 30 days from the
date of publication in the FroxraL Rxa-
1sTER this classification shall be subject
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to the exercise of administrative review
and modification by the Secretary of the
Interior as provided for in 43 CFR
2411.2¢.

HaroLp TYSK,
State Director.

[FR. Doc. 87-6733; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:48 am.}

[Montana 1361]
MONTANA

Notice of Classification of Lands for
Muliiple Use Muanagement

Jone 9, 1967.

1. Pursuant to the Act of September
19, 1964 (43 U.S.C. 1411-18) and to the
regulations in 43 CFR Parts 2410 and
2411, the public lands within the areas
described below together with any lands
therein that may become public lands in
the future are hereby classified for mul-
tiple-use management. Publication of
this notice has the effect of segregating
the described lands from (a) appropria-
tion only under the agriculfural land
laws (43 U.S.C.Pis. 7and 9; 25 U.S.C. sec.
334) ; from sales under section 2455 of
the Revised Statutes (43 U.S.C. 1171);
and (b) of further segregating the lands
described in paragraph 5 of this notice
from the operation of the general mining
laws (30 U.S.C. 21), and the lands de-
seribed in paragraphs 4 and 5 shall re-
main open to all other applicable forms
of appropriation, including the mining
and mineral leasing laws. As used herein,
‘“public lands” means any lands with-
drawn or reserved by Executive Order No.
6910 of November 26, 1934, as amended,
or within a grazing district established
pursuant to the Act of June 28, 1934 (48
Stat. 1269), as amended, which are not
otherwise withdrawn or reserved for a
Federal use or purpose.

2. Several comments have been made

- as a result of the notice of proposed clas-

sification (32 FR. 2980, 2981) and the
public hearing which was held on Feb-
ruary 23, 1967. All comments were care-
fully considered and were generally fa-
vorable, The record containing these
comments is on file and can be examined
in the Missoula District Office, Missoula,
Mont., and the Land Office, Billings,
Mont.

3. The public lands affected by this
classification are located within the Gar-
net Range and are shown on maps on
file in the Missoula District Office, Bu-
reau of Land Management, 316 Savings
Center, Missoula, Mont., and in the Land
Office, Bureau of Land Management,
Federal Building, Billings, Mont.

4. The lands are located generally
west of the Continental Divide hetween
the Clark Fork and Blackfoot Rivers, and
are described as follows:

PrINCIPAL, MERIDIAN DMNONTANA

PORTIONS OF POIWELL, GRANITE, MISSOULA, AND
LEWIS AND CLAREK COUNTIES

T.11N,R.TW.,,
Sec. 1
Secs. 29 to 33, inclusive.

NOTICES

T.11N,R.8W,,

Secs. 3 to 11, incluslve;

Secs. 13 to 36, inclusive,
T.12N.,R.8 W.,

Secs. 18, 19, and 20;

Secs. 28 to 33, incluslve.
Tps. 10, 11,and 12 N., R. 0 7.
T.14N,R.9W.,

Sees. 1 to 4, inclusive;

Secs. 9 to 17, inclucive;

Secs. 19 to 36, inclucive.
Tps. 9, 10, 11, and 121, R. 10 W,
T.13N.,.R.10VY.,

Secs. 6,7, and 8;

Secs. 17 to 20, incluclve;

Secs. 28 to 34, Inclusive.
T.14N,R. 10 .,

Secs, 4 to 11, Inclucive;

Secs. 13 to 34, Incluslve;

Sec. 36.

T. 15N, R. 10 V.,

Secs. 29 to 32, Inclusive.
T.9 N, R.11 V7,

Secs, 1 to 16, inclusive;

Secs. 21 to 27, incluclve;

Secs. 35 and 36.

Tps. 10, 11, 12,13, and 14 N, R. 11 W.
T.10 N, R. 12 V.,

See. 10.

Tps. 11, 12,13, and 14 N, R. 1217,
Tps. 11, 12, 13, 14, and 16 N., R. 13 W,
T.11N,, R.14W.,,

Secs. 1 to 27, inclusive;

Secs. 33 to 36, incluslve.
Tps.12 and 13 N., R, 14 W.
T.14N,R. 14 7.,

Sec, 12,

T,16 N,,R. 14 V.,

Secs. 2, 4, 8, 10, and 20,
T.11 N.,R.16 V7.,

Secs. 1 to 18, incluslve;

Secs, 21 to 24, Inclusive.
Tps.12and 13 N, R. 16 W.
T.14N,R.16 W,

Secs, 6 and 17.

T.16 N.,, R. 16 W,

Sec. 34.

T.11 N, R.16 W.,

Secs. 1 to 14, inclusive;

Sec. 16.

Tps. 12 and 13 N,, R. 16 W7.
T.14N,R.16 W.,
Secs. 26 and 32,
T 11H,R.17TW.,,
Secs. 1,2, 11, and 12,
T. 12 N, R, 17 V7,

Secs. 1 to 18, incluslye;

Secs. 20 to 26, inclusive;

Sees. 34 to 36, inclusive.
T, 13 N, R. 17 7,

Secs. 1 to 4, inclusive;

Secs. 7 to 30, inclusive.
T. 12 N., R, 18 W7,

Secs. 1, 2, and 3;

Secs. 11 to 14, inclucive.
T. 13 N, R. 18 W,,

Secs. 13 to 31, inclusive;

Secs. 33 to 30, inclucive,

The areas described aggregates ap-
proximately 119,400 acres of public land.

5. As provided in paragraph 1 above,
the following lands are further sefre-
gated from appropriation under the
mining laws:

PRINCIPAL DIERIDIAIN BIONTANA
POWELL COUNTY

T. 11 N., R. 8 W7,
See. 25, Lots 1. 2, 17, 18, 19,
and 22,
T.12 N, R. 9 W,
Sec. 7. Sgi45u1s:
Sec. 8, pnrb of M.S. 2300,

20, 21,

‘T.14 N, R. 9 WV,

Sec. 30, Lot 2, Ni4 Yot 3, Lots §
throush 15, SUNEIINWI4, BDISNWY,
NIANESW, NILNI;SE,.
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T. 14 N., B. 10 W,
Sce. 23, Lot 5 tarouzh 13, SWIZSEI;:
Sce. 39, Iots 5 throush 9, SEY NV’L..
T. 12 I, B. 11 W.,
See, 14 T, 8w, S12SWIs:
See. 26, D%, 1148815, SWI4L SE
T. 14 N., B. 11 W.,
8ee. 18, Ists 1 end 2, WEIZINW;, SWiL

Sece. 23, Lot 7, 8§, and 9;
Sce. 25, Lot 4, SWILNE!;, NEISEL.
T. 13 N, B. 13 W.,
Bee. 12, SV" .
GRANITC COULTY

T.19 IV, B. 12 W.,
Seg. 10, SW1SW5.

T 11 0. R, 13 W,
See. 7, Lot 8, NEI;SWI;, SBISWY,
SV1,SEY;
Ses. 21, NENDI;. SINEL. NIGNWIH,
SE1NW1;:

See. 22, NW’ IV,

T.11 N, R, 14 W.

See. 14». Iots 1, 4, and 5, WIZNE!;.
T. 12 N, R. 14 V',

See. 4, Lot ¢;

Sce. 5, Iots 1 and 5, IWWWI3SWIL;

See. 15, Iotc 4 and 18.

2ISZOULA COUNTY

T. 13 N.. R. 1¢ W7,

Sec. 33, SE1;8W14, SWI4STC1;.
T, 14 ¥, R. 16 W,

Sce. 17, WEI;8E1;.
T, 12 N., R. 16 W.,

Sce. 25, SE138B1;8B15.
T.14N.B.16 W,

£ec. 32, SEY;5E1;.
T.12N..B. IBV’.

See. 1, SBI38W14.
T.13.,R.187.,

Sece, 35, WL NE!L.

The areas described acgrezates ap-
proximately 2,146 aecres of public land.

6. For a period of 30 days inferested
parties may submit comments o the Sec-
retary of the Interior, LLLL, 721, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20240 (43 CFR. 2411.1-2(d)).

HaroLp TYSE,
State Director.

[PR. Doc. 671-6734; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:43 2m.}

[Ttah 2312]
UTAH

Order Opening Lands to Mineral
Location, Entry and Patenting

JonE 7, 1957.
1. In an exchange of lands made under
the provisions of section 8 of the Act of
June 23, 193¢ (48 Stat. 1269), as
amended (43 U.S.C. 3153), the foﬂov-mﬂ'
deseribed lands have been reconveyed to
the United States:

SALT LARE MERIDIAR

T.2S5.,.R.24E,
See. 19, BE1Z5W15.

The area desceribed contains 80 acres.

2. The lands are located in Uintah
County, about 25 miles northeast of the
town of Vernal, Utah. Topozraphy is fiat
to rolling hills. Soils range from silfy to
sandy loam. Vezetation consists of big
cage, bitter brush, and grass. The lands
have value for watershed, grazing, wild-
life, and recreation which can bzast b2
managzed under the principles of multiple
use.
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3. Subject to valid existing rights, the
provisions of existing withdrawals, and
the requirements of applicable law, the
lands will at 10 a.m. on July 12, 1967,
be opened to application, petition, loca-
tion, and selection. All valid applications
received at or prior to 10 a.m. on July 12,
1967, shall be considered as simultane-
ously filed at that time. Those received
thereafter shall be considered in the
order of filing.

Inquiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to the Bureau of Land
Management, Post Office Box 11505, Salt
Lake City, Utah 84111,

HorAcE E, JONES,
Acting State Director.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6694; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:45 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU-
CATION, AND WELFARE

Food and Drug Administration
ATLAS CHEMICAL INDUSTRIES, INC.

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for
Food Additives

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec.
409(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348()),
the following notice is issued:

In accordance with §121.52 With-
drawal of petitions without prejudice of
the procedural food additive regulations
(21 CFR 121.52), Atlas Chemical Indus-
tries, Inc., Wilmington, Del. 19899, has
withdrawn its petition (FAP TA2140),
notice of which was published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER of January 28, 1967
(32 F.R. 1060), proposing an amendment
to § 121.1008 Polyoxyethylene (20) sorbi-
tan tristearate to provide for the safe use
of polyoxyethylene (20) sorbitan tri-
stearate as an agglomerating agent in the
processing of pectin whereby the amount
of the additive does not exceed 600 parts
per million of the finished pectin.

Dated: June 8, 1967.

J. K. KK,
Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 87-6727; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:48 aan.]

DIMETHYL PHOSPHATE OF 3-HY-
DROXY-N-METHYL-CIS-CROTONA-
MIDE

Notice of Extension of Temporary
Tolerance

The Shell Chemical Co., 1700 K Street
NW. Washington, D.C. 20006, was
granted a temporary tolerance, that will
expire June 23, 1967, of 0.2 part per mil-
lion for residues of the insecticide
dimethyl phosphate of 3-hydroxy-N-
methyl-cis-crofonamide and its cho-
linesterase-inhibitory conversion prod-
ucts in or on sugarcane (notice was pub-~
lished June 29, 1966 (31 F.R. 8964)). An
extension of the temporary tolerance has

NOTICES

been requested to permit additional per-
formance tests, and the Commissioner of
Food and Drugs has determined that
such extension will protect the public
,health,

A condition under which this tempo-
rary tolerance is extended is that the
insecticide be used in accord with the
temporary permit issued by the U.S.
Department of Agriculture.

This temporary tolerance expires
June 23, 1968,

This action is taken pursuant to the
authority vested in the Secretary of
Health, Education, and Welfare by the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
(sec. 408(j), 68 Stat. 516; 21 U.S.C.
346a.(j)) and delegated by him to the
Commissioner of Food and Drugs (21
CFR 2.120).

Dated: June 9, 1967.

J. K. KiIrx,
Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6728; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:48 am.]

DOW CHEMICAL CO.

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food
Additive Biuret

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec.
409(h) (5), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348
(b) (5)), notice is given that a petition
has been filed by The Dow Chemical
Co., Post Office Box 512, Midland, Mich.
48641, proposing the issuance of & food
additive regulation to provide for the safe
use of biuret as a source of nonprotein
nitrogen in ruminant feeds.

Dated: June 8, 1967.

J. K. KIrK,
Associate Commissioner
for Compliance.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6729; Filed, Juns 14, 1967;
8:48 a.m.]

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

ACTING ASSISTANT REGIONAL AD-
MINISTRATOR FOR HOUSING AS-
SISTANCE, REGION IV (CHICAGO)

Designation

The officers appointed to the following
listed positions in Region IV (Chicago)
are hereby designated to serve as Acting
Assistant Regional Administrator for
Housing Assistance, Region IV (Chi-
cago), during the absence of the Assist-
ant Regional Administrator for Housing
Assistance, with all the powers, functions,
and duties redelegated or assigned to
Assistant Regional Administrator for
Housing Assistance: Provided, That no
officer is authorized to serve as Acting
Assistant Regional Administrator for
Housing Assistance unless all other of-
ficers whose titles precede his in this
designation are unable to act by reason
of absence:
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1. Deputy Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Housing Assistance.

2. Director, Housing Development
Division.
3. Director, Housing Management
Division.

(Delegation effective May 4, 1062, 27 F'.R.
4319, May 4, 1962; Dept. Interim Order II,
31 F.R. 815, Jan. 21, 1966)

9Eérective as of the 15th day of June
1967.
JOHN P. McCoLLuM,
Regional Administrator, Region IV,

[FR. Doc. 67-6743; Filed, June 14, 106T;
8:49 a.m.]

ACTING ASSISTANT REGIONAL AD-
MINISTRATOR FOR METROPOLITAN
DEVELOPMENT, REGION [V (CHI-
CAGO)

Designation

The officers appointed to the following
listed positions in Region IV (Chicago)
are hereby designated to serve as Acting
Assistant Regional Administrator for
Metropolitan Development, Reglon IV,
during the absence of the Assistant Re-
gional Administrator for Metropolitan
Development, with all the powers, func-
tions, and duties redelegated or asslgned
to the Assistant Regional Administrator
for Metropolitan Development: Provided,
That no officer is authorized to serve as
Acting Assistant Regional Administrator
for Metropolitan Development unless all
other officers whose titles precede his in
this designation are unable to act by
reason of absence:

1, Deputy Assistant Regional Adminis-
trator for Metropolitan Development.

2. Chief, Engineering Branch.

The designation effective October 24,
1964 (29 F.R. 14609, Oct. 24, 1964), is
hereby revoked.

(Delegation effective May 4, 1082, 27 F.R.

4319, May 4, 1962; Dept. Interlm Order II,
31 F.R, 815, Jan. 21, 1966)

19g:él'ecf:ive as of the 15th day of June
) Joun P. McCoLLum,
Regional Administrator, Region IV,

[FR. Doc. 67-6744; Filed, Juno 14, 1967;
8:49 a.m.]

ACTING REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR
ET AL., REGION V (FORT WORTH)

Designations

A. The officers appointed to the fol-
lowing listed positions in Reglon V (Fort
Worth) are hereby designated to serve as
Acting Regional Administrator, Region
V, during the absence of the Reglonal
Administrator, with all the powers, func-
tions, and duties redelecated or assizned
to the Regional Administrator; Provided,
That no officer is authorized to serve as
Acting Regional Administrator unless all
other officers whose titles precede his in
this designation are unable to act by
reason of absence:

., 1. Deputy Regional Administrator.

2. Regional Counsel.

3. Assistant Reglonal Administrator
for Program Coordination and Services.
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B. The officers appointed to the posi-
tions in Region V (Fort Worth) listed

-under 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 below are hereby

designated o serve as the Acting Assist-
ant Regional Administrator as specified
below during the absence of the Assistant
Regional Administrator for Housing
Assistance; the Assistant Regional Ad-
ministrator for Metropolitan Develop-
ment; the Assistant Regional Adminis-
trator for Program Coordination and
Services; the Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Renewal Assistance; the
Assistant Regional Administrator for
FHA; and the Assistant Regional Ad-
ministrator for Administration, respec-
tively, with all of the powers, functions,
and duties redelegated or assigned to the
respective Assistant Regional Adminis-
trator: Provided, That no officer is au-
thorized to serve as Acting Assistant
Regional Administrator unless all other
officers whose titles precede his in the
respective designations below are unable
to act by reason of absence:

1. Acting Assistant Regional Admin-~
istrator for Housing Assistance:

a. Deputy Assistant Regional Admin-
Istrator for Housing Assistance.

b. Director, Housing Development
Division, Housing Assistance Office,

c¢. Director, Housing Management
Division, Housing Assistance Office.

2. Acting Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Metropolitan Development:

a. Deputy Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Metropolitan Development.

b. Chief, Finance Branch, Metropoli-

tan Development Office.

c. Director, Program Field Service
Division, Metropolitan Development
Office.

3. Acting Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Program Coordination and
Services:

a. Assistant to the Assistant Regional
Administrator for Program Coordina-
tion and Services, Program Coordination
and Services Division,

b. Director, Planning Branch, Pro-
gram Coordination and Services
Division.

¢. Director, Relocation Branch, Pro-
gram Coordination and Services
Division.

4. Acting Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Renewal Assistance:

a. Deputy Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Renewal Assistance.

b. Director, Field Service Division,
Renewal Assistance Office.

c. Director, Neighborhood Facilities
Program, Renewal Assistance Office.

d. Chief, Fiscal Management Branch,
Renewal Assistance Office.

5. Acting Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for FHA:

a. Director, Project Review Branch,
Office of the Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for FHA,

b. Director, Low Income Housing and
Rent Supplement Branch, Office of the
Assistant Regional Administrator for
FHA.

6. Acting Assistant Regional Admin-
istrator for Administration:

a. Chief, Budget Branch, Division of
Administration.

NOTICES

These designations supercede the des-
ienations effective August 27, 1965 (30
F.R. 11118, Aug. 27, 1965).

(Delegation effective Moy 4, 1962, 27 P.R.
4319, May 4, 1962; Dept. Interim Orde} IT,
31 F.R. 815, Jan. 21, 19C6)

Effective date, These desirmatons
shall be effective as of June 15, 1967.

W. W. Corrtis,
Reglonal Administrator,
Region V (Fort Worth).

[F.R. Doc. 67-6745; Filed, Juns 14, 19G7;
8:49 aam.]

ATONIG ENERGY COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50-156]
UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN

Notice of Proposed I[ssuance of Con-
struction Permit and Amended Fa-
cility License

'The Atomic Energy Commission is con-
sidering the issuance to The University
of Wisconsin of a construction permit,
substantially as set forth below, which
would authorize the installation of a
modified TRIGA type nuclear reactor
core as a replacement for the present core
and authorize certain meodifications to
the present control system in the existing
reactor located on the University'’s
campus at Madison, Wis.

Upon completion of the installation of
the facility in compliance with the terms
and conditions of the construction per-
mit, the Commission, in the abzence of
pgood cause to the contrary, will issue
without further prior notice an amended
facility license, substantially as cet forth
below to the University, authorizing op-
eration of the reactor at steady state
power levels up to 1 megawatt,

Within fifteen (15) days from the date
of publication of this notice In the
Feperan ReGIsTER, the applicant may file
a request for a hearing, and any person
whose interest may be affected by the
issuance of this construction permit and
amended facillty license may flle a peti-
tion for leave to intervene. A request for
a hearing and petitions to intervene shall
be filed in accordance with the provi-
sions of the Commission’s rules of prac-
tice, 10 CFR Part 2. If a request for o
hearing or a petition for leave to Inter-
vene is filed within the time preseribed
in this notice, a notice of hearing or an
appropriate order will be issued.

For further details with respect to this
proposed issuance, see (1) the applica-
tion and amendments thereto, and (2)
the related Safety Evaluation prepared

- by the Division of Reactor Licensing, all
of which are available for public inzpec-
tion at the Commission’s Public Docu-
ment Room, 1717 H Street NVW., Wash-
ington, D.C. A copy of item (2) above
may be obtained at the Commicsion's
Document Room, or upon request ad-
dressed to the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20545, Attention:
Director, Divislon of Reactor Licensing.
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Dated at Bethesda, 24d., this 7th day
of June 1967.

_ For the Atomic Energy Commission.

Dorarp J. SEOVHOLT,
Assistant Director for Reactor
Operations, Division of Reae-
tor Licensing.

Proroszp CONSTRUCTION Priaar

1. By application dated July 13, 1825, and
cmendments thereto dated August 18, 1965
and March 8, 1867 (hercinafter “the applica~
tion') The Unlvercity of Witconsin requasted
authorlty to install o modified TRIGA type
nuclear reactor core and to modify the con-
trol system In The University of Wisconsin
Nuclear Reactor (herclnafter “the reactsr™)
Iocated on the University’s campus af Ifadi-
con, Wis. The modified recctor will replace
the reactor previously operated under Facil-
ity Licenca Io. BR-T74, 5 amended.

2. The Atomilc Inergy Commicsisn (“the
Cammizzion®) has found that:

A. The application complies with the re-
quirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1924,
23 smonded (“the Act”), and the Commis-
clon’s regulations cet forth In Title 10, Chap-
ter I, CER;

B. The reactor will be a uilization facility
o3 defined In the Commliciion’s regulations
contained In Titlo 10, Chapter I, CFR, Part 50,
“Licensing of Production and Utillzation
Facllities';

C. The reactor will ba uced in the conduct
of recearch and development activities of the

25 specified in coction 31 of the Act;

D. The Univercity of Wisconsin is Gnan-
clally qualified to consfruct the reactor In
accordance with the rezulations contained in
Title 10, ChapterI, CFR;

E. Tae Unlvercity of Wiczonsin and its con-
troctor, the General Dynamics Corp., are
technically qualificd to design and construct
the reactor;

P. The Univarcity of Wiceonsin has sub-
mitted cuflelent tecanical Information con-
cernins tho propoced facllity to provide rea-
conable acsurance that the propozed facility
can be constructed and operated at the pro-
posed location without endangering the
health and cofety of the publlie;

G. The iccuanee of o construction permit
to The Univercity of Wisconsin will not ke
inimical to the commen defence and security
cr to the heolth and cafety of the public.

3. Pursuant to the Act and Title 10, CFR,
Port 50 “Licensing of Preduction and Utlliza~
Hon Facllitles”, the Commicclon hereoy fosues
a conctruction permit to The Unlvercity of
TWiceonsin to construct the reactor in accord~
ance with the appllication. Tals permit shall
bo decmed to contain and be subject to the
conditions speclfied In §% §0.54 and £0.55 of
cald regulations; Is cubject to 21l applicoble
provicions of tag Act and rules, regulations
and orders of the Commicsion now or here-
aftor In efect, and Is cubject to the addi-
tional conditions gpecified below:

A. Tho carllest completion date of the
fochiity 15 July 15, 1967, The latest completion
data of the fociliity 15 Iovember 15, 1387, Tha
torm “completion date”, as used hervein,
means the dote on which construction of
the faocllity is completed exespt for the in-
trcduction of the fuel material.

B. Thko reactor choll be constructed In
tho reactor facility located on the campus
ot Modlcon, Wis,

C. The ppplicant is authorized in the con-
gtructicn of the reactor to incert Into the
reactor for allgnment and testing purpozes
one fucl bundle containing the tranzient red
guldetuba and three fusl elements.

4. Upon completion of the construction of
tho reactor in acesrdance with the terms and
conditions of thls permit, upon finding that
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the facility authorized has been constructed
and will operate in conformity with the ap-
plication and the provisions of the Act and
of the Tules and regulations of the Commis-
sion, and in the absence of any good cause
being shown to the Commission why the
granting of a license would not be in accord-
ance with the provisions of the Act, the Com-~
mission will Issue an amended Class 104
license to the Unlversity of Wisconsin pursu-
ant to section 104c of the Act, which license
shall expire at midnight, June 7, 2000.

Dated: June 7, 1967.
For the Atomic Energy Commission.

DoNALD J. SKOVHOLT,
Assistant Director for Reactor Op-
erations, Division of Reactor
Licensing.

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO LICENSE
[License No. R-74; Amdt. 8]

The Atomic Energy Commission (here-
inafter referred to as “the Commission”)
having found that:

2. The application for license complies
with the requirements of the Atomic Energy
Act of 1954, as amended (hereinafter re-
ferred to as “the Act’’) and the Commission’s
regulations set forth in Title 10, Chapter I,
CFR;

b. The reactor has been constructed in
conformity with Construction Permit No.
CPRR~_ e and will operate in conformity
with the application and in conformity with
the Act and the rules and regulations of the
Commission;

c. There is reasonable assurance that the
reactor can be operated at the designated lo-
cation without endangering the health and
safety of the public;

d. The University of Wisconsin is techni-
cally and financlally qualified to engage in
the proposed activities In accordance with
the Commmission’s regulations, and to assume
financlal responsibility for Commission
charges for special nuclear material;

e. The possession and operation of the re-
actor, and the receipt, possession and use of
the special nuclear material, in the manner
proposed in the application, will not be
inimical to the common defense and security
or to the health and safety of the public; -

f. The University of Wisconsin is a non-
profit educational institutlon and will use
the reactor for the conduct of educational
activities, The University of Wisconsin is
therefore exempt from the financial protec-
tion requirement of subsection 170a of the
Act.

License No. R-74, as amended, Is amended
in its entirety, effective as of the date of
issuance of this amendment, to read as
follows:

1. This license applies to The Unlversity
of Wisconsin Nuclear Reactor with the in-
stalled TRIGA nuclear core and control sys-
tem (hereinafter, “the reactor”), owned by
The Unliversity of Wisconsin (hereinafter,
“the licensee”), and located on the campus in
Madison, Wis., and described in the licensee’s
application for license dated July 18, 1966,
and subsequent amendments thereto (herein
referred to as ‘“‘the application”).

2. Subject to the conditions and require-
ments incorporated herein, the Commission
hereby licenses The University of Wisconsin:

A. Pursuant to section 104c of the Act and
Title 10, CFR, Chapter I, Part 50, “Licensing
of Production and Utilization Facilities” to
possess, use, and operate the reactor in ac-
cordance with the procedures and limitations
described in the application and in this
license;

B. Pursuant to the Act and Title 10, CFR,
Chapter I, Part 70, “Speclal Nuclear Material”
to receive, possess, and use up to 8.75 kilo-
grams of contained uranium-235 and up to

NOTICES

168 grams of plutonium contained in plu-
tonilum-beryllium neutron sources in con-
nection with operation of the reactor, and
1354 grams of contained uranium-235 in
MTR type fuel elements; and

C. Pursuant to the Act and Title 10, CFR,
Chapter I, Part 30, “Licensing of Byproduct
Material”, to possess, but not to separate
such byproduct material as may be produced
by operation of the reactor,

3. This lcense shall be deemed to contain
and be subject to the conditions specified
In Part 20, §30.34 of Part 30, §§ 50.54 and
50.59 of Part 50, and § 70.32 of Part 70, and is
subject to all applicable provisions of the
Act and rules, regulations, and orders of the
Commission now or hereafter in effect; and
Is subject to the additional conditions
specified or incorporated below:

A. Maximum power level. The lcensee
may operate the reactor at steady state pow-
er levels up to a maximum of 1,000 kilo-
watts (thermal).

B. Technical specifications. The Technical
Specifications contained in Appendix A
hereto! are hereby incorporated in this
lcense. Except as otherwise permitted by the
Act and the rules, regulations, and orders
of the Commission, the licensee shall oper-
ate the reactor in accordance with the Tech-
nical Specifications. No changes shall be
made in the Technical Specifications unless
authorized by the Commission as provided
in § 50.59 of 10 CFR Part 50,

C. Records. In addition to those other-
wise required under this license and appli-
cable regulations, the licensee shall keep the
following records:

(1) Reactor operating records, including
power levels and periods of operation at
each power level.

(2) Records showing radioactivity dis-
charge into the air or water beyond the ef-
fective control of the licensee as measured
at or prior to the point of such release or
discharge.

(3) Records of emergency shutdowns and
inadvertent scrams, including reasons for
emergency shutdowns. N

(4) Records of malintenance operations
involving substitution or replacement of
reactor equipment or components.

(5) Records of experiments installed in-
cluding description, reactivity worths, loca-
tions, exposure time, total irradiation, and
any unusual events involved in their per-
formance and in their handling,

(6) Records of tests and measurements
performed pursuant to the Technical
Specifications,

D. Reports. In addition to reports other-
wise required under the license and appli-
cable regulations:

(1) The licensee shall inform the Com-

" mission of any incident or condition relating

to the operation of the reactor which pre-
vented or could have prevented a nuclear
system from performing its safety function
as described in the Technical Specifications.
For each such occurrence, the licensee shall
promptly notify by telephone or telegraph,
the Director of the appropriate Atomic En-
ergy Commission Regional Compliance Of-
fice listed in Appendix D of 10 CFR Part 20
and shall submit within ten (10) days a re-
port in writing to the Director, Division of
Reactor Licensing (hereinafter, Director,
DRL) with a copy to the Regional Com-
plance Office.

(2) The licensee shall report to the Direc-
tor, DRL, in writing within thirty (30) days
of its occurrence any substantial variance
disclosed by operation of the reactor from
performance specifications contained in the

1 This itern was not filed with the Office of
the Federal Register but Is available for in.
spection In the Public Document Room of
the Atomic Energy Commission,
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Safety Analysis Report or the Techinleul
Specifications.

(3) The licensce shall report to the Direce
tor, DRL, in writing within thirty (30) days
of its occurrence any significant change in
transient or accident analysls, as described
in the Safety Analysle Report.

4, This license shall explire at midulght,
June 7, 2000.

Date of Issuance:
For the Atomic Energy Commission.

Director,
Division of Reactor Licensing.

[FR. Doc. 87-6688; Filed, June 14, 1907;
8:45 a.m.]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[Docket No. 18518]
SKYMASTER, INC., ET AL.

Notice of Proposed Approval of Con-
trol and Interlocking Relationships

Application of Skymaster, Inc.; Const
Carloading Co., Inc.; Coast Cartage Co.,
Inc.; Art’s Transfer and Storage Co.,
Inc.; Coast Transfer Co.; Coast Triad,
Inc.; Coast Leasing Co., Inc.; Mrs. E, L.
McIntyre; Jean M. Baker and Harry M.
Baker; for approval of common control
agd interlocking relationships; Docket
18518.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
statutory requirements of section 408(b>,
that the undersigned intends to issue the
attached order under delegated author-
ity. Interested parties are hereby afforded
& period of 15 days from the date of serv-
ice within which to fille comments or
request a hearing with respect to the
action proposed in the order.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 9,
1967,

[sEAL] A. M. ANDREWS,
Director,

Bureau of Operating Rights.

ORDER APPROVING C'ONTROL AND INTERLOCKING
RELATIONSHIPS

Issued under delegated authority. Applica«
tion of Skymaster, Inc., Coast Carloading
Co., Inc,, Coast Cartage Co., Inc., Art's
‘Transfer and Storage Co., Inc., Coast Trans«
fer Co., Coast Triad, Inc., Coast Leusing Co.,
Inc., Mrs. E, L. McIntyre, Jean M. Bakor, and
Harry M. Baker, Docket 18518; for approval of
common control and Interlocking relatlonw
ships and other relief under sections 408 and
409 of the Federal Aviation Act of 196H, s
amended.

By joint application filed May &5, 1007,
Skymaster, Inc. (Skymaster), Coast Cura
loading Co., Inc. (Carloading), Coast
Cartage Co., Inc. (Cartage), Art’s Transfer
and Storage Co., Inc¢. (Storage), Coast Trang«
fer Co. (Transfer), Coast Triad, Ino.
(Triad), Coast Lenrslng Co. (Leasing), Mrs,
E. L. McIntyre, Mrs. Jean M. Baker, and Mr,
Harry M. Baker, request approval of the
common control relatlonshipe proposed
among the corporate applicants pursuant to
section 408 of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958, as amended (the Act) and approval of
contemplated interlocking relationshipes by
virtue of offices, directorships, and stock
holdings in the corporate applicanta by the
individual applicants pursuant to section
409 of the Act.

Bkymaster, & hewly incorporated entity
organized for the purpose of engaging in air
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freight forwarding activitles, is currenily
seeking authority from the Board to operate
as a domestic and international alr freight
forwarder; until such authority is granted
by the Board, Skymaster will remain inactive.
Therefore, for the purpose of this proceeding,
Skymaster will be considered an air carrier.

‘The activities of the other corporate
applicants follow:

A. Carloading is a surface freight forwarder
operating under ICC authority FF-82,
which authorizes surface freight forwarding
activities between California, on the one
hand, and Oregon, Washington, Canada,
Alaska, and Idaho, on the other hand,

B. Cartage, Storage and Transfer engage
in local cartage activities, all intrastate

NOTICES

within ths boundories of Callfernis, Wesh-
ington, and Oregon respectively.

C. Trizd and Lecsing engago in the leasing
of motor vehiclest

Cartage owns 160 percent of the outstand-
ing and {ssued stock of Carlexding, Storage,
Transfer and Skymoster. Cartage 5 in tum
owned by Mrs. E. L. McIntyre, 60 pcreonts
Mrs. Jean MM Baker, 25 pcrcent; cond R,
Harry 1L Baler, 25 percent. In cddition to
the common control relationchips, o35 ctated
above, the applicants are alco requesting
approval of the following interlocking rela-
tlonships between Skymester and the other
corporate applicants:

1Qur actlon hereiln docs not extend to
Triad and Leasing o5 such companies are not
deemed to be subject to the Act.

COMPANY AND POsSITION HELD BY AFPFLICANTS

Mrs. E. L. MeIntyro

Ar, Horry 3% Baker Mrs. Jean 2L, Baker

Skymaster....>......| Vice President, Treasurer,
Director.

Carloading o oo eoaen Vica President, Treasnrer,

- Director.

Cartage ooce e Vice President, Treasurcr,
Director.

Storage.

Transfer.

President, Dircetor. ... Eoaretory, Direstar,

President, DIreetole cesesnnnnans) Sceretory, Dircslarn.
President, DIrcetorle cvecsenserse Scerctory, Directer,

President, Treasurcer, Direetor. .| Scerctary, Direclon,
President, Treacurer, Directer. .y Scorclory, Dircslorn.

No comments relative to the joint applica~
+on or regquest for a hearing have been
received.

Notice of intent to dispose of the applica-
tion without & hearing has been published
in the FEDERAL REGISTER, and & ‘copy of such
notice has been furnished by the Board to
the Atftorney General not later than the day
following the date of such publication, both
in accordance with the requirements of sec-
tion 408(b) of the Act.

TUpon consideration of the joint applica-
+ion, it is concluded that Skymaster will be
an air carrier within the meaning of section
408 of the Act, that Carloading, Cartage,
Storage and Transfer are common carriers
within the meaning of section 408 of the Act,
and that the common control of Skymasster,
Carloading, Cartage, Storage, and Transfer
by Mr. Harry 1L Baker, Mrs. E. L. McIntyre,
and Mrs. Jean AL Baker is subject to that
section of the Act.

However, it has been further concluded
that such control relationships do not affect
the control of an air carrier directly engaged
in the operation of aircraft in air transporta-
tion, do not result in creating a monopoly,
and do not restrain competition. Further~
more, no person disclosing a substantiel in-
terest in the proceeding is currently request-
ing a hearing and it is found that the public
interest does not require a hearing. The con-
4rol relationships are similar to others which
have been approved by the Board and essen-
tially do not present any new substantive
issues:= It therefore appears that approval of
the control relationships would not be in-
consistent with the public interest. However,
should the operations of Cartage, Storage
and Transfer expand beyond ‘the boundaries
of the States in which they presently operate,
new issues would be raised which could only
be resolved upon the filing of a further ap-
plication for prior approval by the Board,
Accordingly, approval of the instant rela-
tionships will be conditioned so that such
approval shall be effective only so long as tho
operation of motor vehicles by Cartage, Stor-
age and Transfer are confined to the States
in which they presently operate.

2 Cf. Mark IV Air Frelght, Inc,, et al.,, Docket
16233, Order E-22451, July 19, 1965. See alco
Order E-22158, May 13, 1965; Order E-24481,
Dec. 6, 1966.

It is also found that interlocking relation-
chips within the ccope of coctien 403 of the
Act will result from the holding by the in-
dividual appHcants of the pesitions deceribed
herein. However, it Is concluded that o due
showing has been made in the form and
maonner prescribed by Part 251 of the Board's
Economic Regulations that the interlecking
relationships will not advercely affcet tho
public interest.

Pursunnt to authority duly delesated by
the Board in the Board's Regulations, 14 CFR
385.13, it Is found that the foregeing control
relationships chould bo approved under cec-
tion 408(b) of the Act without a hearlng, and
that the Interlecking relationships chould
be approved under cection 409.

Accordingly, it is ordered:

1. That the control relationchips resulting
from the common control by M. E. L.
McIntyre, BMr. 1L, Baker, and Xos, Jean
AL Baker of Skymaster, Carleading, Cartage,
Storage and Transfer be and they hereby are
approved;

2, That, subject to the provisions of Part
251 of the Board's Econemlic Regulations, oo
now in effect or as hereafter amended, tho
interlocking relatlonships herctoforo de-
seribed be and they hereby aro approved;

3. That the approvals herein chall bo of-
fective only c£o long as the operation of
motor vehicles by the corporate applicants
is Iimited to the States In which thoy pres-
ently operate; and

4, That except to tho extent pgranted
hereln, tho application bo and it hereby 1o
dismiesed.

Persons entitled to petition the Beard for
review of this order purcuant to tho Ecard's
regulations, 14 CFR 385.00, may filo cuch
petitions within 10 days after the dato of
service of this order.

This order chall be effcctive and become
the cction of tho Civll Acronauties Board
upon expiration of the above pcricd unless
within such perled o petition for review
thereof 15 filed, or tho Board glves notico
that it will review this crder on itz owm
motlon.

By: A. 1L Andrawg,
Dftrestor,
Burcau of Opcrating Rights.

[sean] Harown R. SAnponcory,
Secrctary.
[R. Dooa, 67-6736; Flled, Juns 14, 186T;

8:43 aam.}
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[Doczet o, 17233]
CONDOR FLUGDIENST G.m.b.H.
Notice of Oral Argument

Notice Is hereby given, pursuznt to the
provisions of the Federal AviatHion Act of
1958, as amended, that oral argument
in the above-entitled proczeding is as-
slcned to be heard on July 12, 1967, ab
10 a.m., e.ds.t., in Room 1027, Universal
Bullding, 1825 Connecticut Avenue N7,
Yashington, D.C., before the Board.

Dated at Washinston, D.C., June 9,
1967.

{szar) Frarcrs W. Beowmn,
Chief Examiner.
{P.R. Doc. 67-G737; Filed, Jun2 14, 1967;
8:43 am.]

[Decet Io. 16357]

MOTOR CARRIER-AIR FREIGHT FOR-
WARDER INVESTIGATION

Notice of Posiponement

Notice is hereby given, pursuant fo the
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of
1938, as amended, that oral arsument in
the above-entitled maotter now as-
siemed for July 12 is postponed to July
19, 1967, at 10 am. edst, Room
1027, Univercal Bullding, 1825 Connecti-
cut Avenue NW., Washington, D.C., be-~
fore the Board.

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 83,
18617.

[szanl Francis W. BEown,

Chief Examiner.

[PR. Dac. 67-6738; Filed, June 14, 1067;
8:43 am.]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

COMPAGNIE MARITIME BELGE, S.A.,
AND ARMEMENT DEPPE, S.A.

Notice of Agreement Filed for
Approval

Notice is hereby given that the fol-
lowing acrcement hos been filed with
the Commission for approval pursuant
to section 15 of the Shipping Actk, 1916, 25
amended (39 Stat. 733, 15 Staf. 763, 46
U.S.C.814).

Interested partics may Inspect and ob-~
tain a copy of the agreement at the-
Yashincton office of the Federal 1Mari-
time Commiszlon, 1321 H Street NW.,
Room €09; or may Inspect agreements at
the ofilces of the District Managers, INew
worlz, N.Y., New Orleans, L2, and San
Franelceo, Calif. Commments with refer-
ence to an agreement including a request
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted
to the Secretary, Federal MMaritime Com-
misston, Washington, D.C. 20573, trithin
20 days after publication of this noticein
the FeoenaAr REGISTER. A copy of any such
statement should also be forwarded fo
the party filing the agreement (as indi-
cated hereinafter) and the comments
should indicate that this has bzen done.
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Notice of agreement filed for approval
by:
Mr. Edwin Longcope, Hill, Betts, Yamaoka,
Freehill and Longcope, 26 Broadway, New
York, N.Y. 10004.

Agreement 8610-2, between Com-
pagnie Maritime Belge, S.A., and Arme-
ment Deppe, S.A., modifies the basic
agreement to provide for the extension
of its geographic scope to include (1)
North Atlantic ports, (2) Mexican East
Coast ports and (3) United Kingdom
ports.

Dated: June 12, 1967.
By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
THoMAs LisT,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6718; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:47 am.]

[Agreement 7838]
NEDLLOYD & HOEGH LINES

Notice of Agreement Filed for
Approval

Notice is hereby given that the fol-
lowing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW.,
Room 609; or may inspect agreements
at the offices of the District Managers,
New York, N.Y., New Orleans, 1a., and
San FPrancisco, Calif. Comments with
reference to an agreement including a
request for hearing, if desired, may be
submitted to the Secretary, Federal
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C.
20573, within 20 days after publication of
this notice in the FepErRAL REGISTER. A
copy of any such statement should also
be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the comments should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement filed for approval
by:

Mr. Edward P. Cotter,

Charrier and McAteer, Inc.,

1750 Pennsylvania Avenue NW.,,

‘Washington, D.C. 20006.

Agreement '7838-5, between Nedlloyd
Lines and Hoegh ILines, modifies the
scope of the basic agreement as defined
in Article 1 by substituting for the word
“Malaysia” the words ‘“Malaya, Singa-
pore, Sarawak, Brunei, North Borneo”
and also serves notice of the withdrawal
of A/S Atlantica as a party to the agree-
ment.

Dated: June 12, 1967.

By order of the Federal Maritime Com-~
mission, i
THOMAS List,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc, 67-6720; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:47 a.m.]

NOTICES

WELCOME SHIPPING CO. AND
ORIENT OVERSEAS LINE

Notice of Agreement Filed for
Approval

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1321 H Street, NW.,
Room 609; or may inspect agreements at
the offices of the District Managers, New
York, NY., New Orleans, La., and San
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer-
ence to an agreement including a re-
quest for hearing, if desired, may be sub-
mitted to the Secretary, Federal Mari-
time Commission, Washington, D.C.
20573, within 20 days after publication
of this notice in the FEpERAL REGISTER. A
copy of any such statement should also
be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the comments should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement filed for approval
by:
Mr. K.' W. Schmolze, Vice President,

Thor Eckert & Co., Inc.,

19 Rector Street,

New York, N.Y. 10006.

Agreement 9634, between Welcome
Shipping Co. (WSC) and Orient Over-
seas Line (OOL), covers the transporta-
tion of rubber under through bills of
lading from Indonesia to U.S. Atlantic
and Gulf ports with transshipment at
Singapore and ports in Malaysia under
terms and conditions as set forth in the
agreement.

Dated: June 12, 1967.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.
TrOMAS LiSI,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6721; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:47 a.m.]

[Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder Li-
cense No., 1070]

ADELINO J. VAZQUEZ
Order To Show Cause

On May 19, 1967, the National Grange
Mutual Insurance Co. notified the Com-~
mission that the surety bond filed pur-
suant to section 44(c), Shipping Act,
1916 (46 U.S.C. 841b), by Adelino J. Vaz-
quez, 17 Ferry Street, Newark, N.J. 07105,
would be canceled effective June 18, 1967.

Section 44(c) of the Shipping Act,
1916 (46 U.S.C. 841b) and §510.5(f) of
General Order 4 (46 CFR), provide that
no license shall remain in force unless
such forwarder shall have furnished a
bond.

Section 44(d) of the Shipping Act,
1916 (46 U.S.C. 841b), provides that li-
censes may, after notice and hearing, be
suspended or revoked for willful failure
to comply with any provision of the Act,

or with any lawful rule of the Commis=~
sion promulgated thereunder.

Now, therefore, by virtue of authority
vested in me by the Federal Maritime
Commission, as set forth in Manunl of
Orders, Commission Order 201.1 (re-
vised), section 6.03.

It is ordered, That Adelino J. Vazquez
on or before June 14, 1967, either (1)
submit a valid bond effective on or before
June 18, 1967, or (2) show cause in writ«
ing or request & hearing to be held at
10 a.m. on June 15, 1967, in Room 505,
Federal Maritime Commission, 1321 H
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 205673, to
show cause why its license should not be
suspended or revoked pursuant to sec-
tion 44(d), Shipping Act, 1916.

It ig further ordered, That License No.
1070 be forthwith revoked 1if the lcenseo
fails to comply with this order.

It is further ordered, That a copy of
this order to show cause and all subse-
quent orders in this matter be served
upon the licensee and be published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

JAMES E. MAzURE,
Director,
Bureau of Domestic Regulation.

[F.R. Doc. 67-8719; Filed, June 14, 1007;
8:47 aum.)

SECURITIES AND EXGHANGE
COMMISSION

[File No, 1-3421]

CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE
CORP.

Order Suspending Trading

Junk 9, 1967.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock, 10 cents par value of Continental
Vending Machine Corp., and the 6 per-
cent convertible subordinated debentures
due September 1, 1976, being traded
ofherwise than on a national securities
exchange is required in the public inter-
est and for the protection of investors;

It is ordered, Pursuent to section
15(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Aot
of 1934, that trading in such securities
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period June
12, 1967, through June 21, 1967, both
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.

[sEavLl] OrvAL L, DuBoi1s,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 67-6695. Filed, June 14, 1007;
8:45 am.]

[Pile No. 1-1686]
LINCOLN PRINTING CO.*
Order Suspending Trading

JUNE 9, 1067,
‘The common stock, 50 cents par value,
and the $3.50 cumulative preferred stock,
no par value, of Lincoln Printing Co.,

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 32, NO. 115—THURSDAY, JUNE 15, 1967



being listed and registered on the Mid-
west Stock Exchange pursuant to the
provisions of the Securities Exchange
Act of 1934 and the 8 percent convertible
debenture bonds due March 13, 1968,
being traded otherwise than on a na-
tional securities exchange; and

It appearing to the Securities and Ex~
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in such securities
on such Exchange and otherwise than on
a national securities exchange is required
in the public interest and for the pro-

_ tection of investors;

4

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections
15(c) (5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading in
such securities on the Midwest Stock Ex~
change and otherwise than on a national
securities exchange be summarily sus-
pended, this order to be effective for the
period June 12, 1967, through June 21,
1967, both dates inclusive.

-By the Commission.

[sEaAn] Orvat L. DuBois,
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 67-6696; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:45 am.]

NUCLEONIC CORPORATION
OF AMERICA

Order Suspending Trading

JUNE 9, 1967.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Nucleonic Corporation of Amer-
ica, 196 DeGraw Street, Brooklyn, N.Y.,
and all other securities of Nucleonic Cor-
poration of America being traded other-
wise than on & national securities ex-
change is required in the public mteresb
and for the protection of investors;

It is ordered, Pursuanit to section
15(e) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, that {rading in such securities
otherwise than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the period
June "12, 1967, through June 21, 1967,
both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.

[searl Orvaln L. DuBois,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6697; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:45 am.]

[File No. 0-592]
PAKCO COMPANIES, INC.
Order Suspending Trading

JuNE 9, 1967.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Pakco Companies, Inc., and all
other securities of Pakco Companies,
Inc., being traded otherwise than on a
national securities exchange is required
in the public interest and for the protec-
{ion of investors;

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15(c)
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, that trading in such securities
otherwise than on a national securities

NOTICES

exchange be summarlly suspended, this
order to be effective for the period
June 12, 1967, through June 21, 1967,
both dates inclusive.

By the Commission.

[searl Orvar L. DuBois,
‘ Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6693; Filed, June 14, 1067;
8:45 am.]

V[Fﬂe No. 811-1383}
S & P NATIONAL CORP.

Order Suspending Trading

Jone 8, 1967.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the cormmon and
Class A stock of S & P National Corp.
being traded otherwise than on 2 pa-
tional securities exchange is required in
the public interest and for the protection
of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15
() (5) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934, that trading in such securities
otherwise than on o national securities
exchange he summarlly suspended, this
order to be effectlve for the perlod June
11, 1967, through June 20, 1967, both
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.

[sEaL] Orvar L. DuBo1s,

- Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 67-6639; Filed, June 14, 1867;
8:45 sam.]

[Flle No. 1-4467]

SPORTS ARENAS, INC,

Order Suspending Trading
June 9, 1967.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summary
suspension of trading in the common
stock, 1 cent par value of Sports Arenas,
Inc.,, and the 6 percent convertible de-
bentures being traded otherwise than on
a national securities exchange is required
in the public interest and for the pro-
tection of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15
(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, that trading in such securites
otherwise than on a natHonal cecurities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the perlod June
12, 1967, through June 21, 1967, both
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.

[SEAL] OnvaL L. DoBois,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 67-6700; Flled, Juno 14, 1837;

8:46 am.}

STEEL CREST HOMES, INC.
Order Suspending Trading

June 9, 1967.

It appearing to the Securities and Ex-
change Commission that the summoary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Steel Crest Homes, Inc., King of
Prussia, Pa., and all other securities of

8631

Steel Crest Homes, Ing., belnz traded
otherwise than on a natlonal securites
exchange Is required in the public inter-
est and for the protection of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15
(¢) (5) of the Securities Exchange Ach of
1934, that trading in such securifies
otherwize than on a national securities
exchange be summarily suspended, this
order to bz efiective for the period June
11, 1967, throuch June 20, 1957, both
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
{seaLl Ornvar L. DuBors,
Secretary.

G7-6701; Pilcd, June 14, 1867;
8:46 axm.}

[PR. Do

UNDERVJATER STORAGE, INC.
Order Suspending Trading
Joue 9, 1367.

1t cppearing to the Securitles and Ex-
chanre Commission thet the summoary
suspension of trading in the common
stock of Undervwater Storage, Inc., other-
wise than on & national securities ex-
chanre Is required in the public interest

and for the protection of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to ssction 15
(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, that troding In such securities
otherwise thon on @ national securities
exchante be summarily suspended, this
order to be effective for the perlod June
12, 18567, through June 21, 1967, both
dates inclusive.

By the Commission.
{szavl Onvay L. DuBo1is,
Secretary.

[FR. D, 67-6702; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:46 am.]

{File Io. 1-43T1]
WESTEC CORP.

Order Suspending Trading
Jone 9, 1957,

The common stock, 10 cents par value,
of Westee Corp., being listed and rezis-
tered on the American Stock Exchanse
pursuant to provisions of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 and a1l other
securities of Westec Corp., being fraded
otherwize than on a national szscurifies
exchange; and

It appearing to the Securities and
Exchange Commission that the ssmnmary
suspension of trading In such szcurities
on such Exchenge and otherwisz than
on 2 national securities exchange is re-
quired in the public interest and for the
protection of investors:

It is ordered, Pursuant to szctions 15¢c)
(5) and 19¢a) (4) of the Secwrities Ex-
chanre Act of 1934, that trading in such
securities on the Amerlcan Stock Ex-
chanre and ofherwise than on a2 na-
tional securities exchange be summarily
suspended, this order to be effective for
the period June 12, 1957, through June
21, 1867, both dates Inclusive.

By the Commission.

[seAL) Onvar L. DuBois,
Secretary.
[P.R. Doe, 67-6703; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:45oam.]
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. G-8894, etc.]
ATLANTIC RICHFIELD CO. ET AL.

Notice of Applications for Certificates,
Abandonment of Service and Peti-
tions To Amend Certificates *

JUNE 7, 1967.

Take notice that each of the Appli-
cants listed herein has filed an appli-
cation or petition pursuant to section 7
of the Natural Gas Act for authorization
to sell natural gas in interstate com-
merce or to abandon service heretofore
authorized as described herein, all as
more fully described in the respective
applications and amendments which are
on file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Protests or petitions to intervene may
be filed with the Federal Power Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, in ac-
cordance with the rules of practice and
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or be-
fore June 29, 1967.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
gll applications in which no protest or
petition to intervene is filed within the
time required herein if the Commis-
sion on its own review of the matter be-
leves that a grant of the certificates or
the authorization for the proposed
sbandonment is required by the public
convenience and necessity. Where & pro-
test or petition for leave to intervene is
timely filed, or where the Commission
on its own motion believes that a formal
hearing is required, further notice of such
hearing will be duly given: Provided,
however, That pursuant to § 2.56, Part 2,
Statement of General Policy and Inter-
pretations, Chapter I of Title 18 of the
Code of Federal Regulations, as
smended, all permanent certificates of
publie convenience and necessity grant-
ing applications, filed after April 15,
1965, without further notice, will con-
tein a condition precluding any filing of
an increased rate at a price in excess of
that designated for the particular area
of production for the period prescribed
therein unless at the time of filing such
certificate application, or within the time
fixed herein for the filing of protests or
petitions to intervene the Applicant in-
dicates in writing that it is unwilling to
accept such a condition. In the event
Applicant is unwilling to accept such
condition the application will be set for
formal hearing.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or
be represented at the hearing.

GORDON M. GRANT,
Secretary.

1 This notice does not provide for consoli-
dation for hearing of the several matters cov~
ered herein, nor should it be so construed.

NOTICES
Docket No. Tresw
and date filed Applicant Purchaser, fleld, and Jocation Price per Mol r-,um
a8
3804 Atlantic Richfield Co.,! Post E1 Paso Natural Gas Co., Lan, 10.0 14.65
C3-7-66 %Iznch Box 2819, Dallas, Tex. Mattix Fleld, Loa C’onnty. N.
G-3804. do. do. 10.0 14. 08
0722;{1—66 Standard Ofl Co. of T\ El Paso Natural (as C lio- 1
........... n 0. of Texas, a as0 Natur: o8 Co., 30,0 N, ]
C 4-3-67 division of Chevron Oil Co.,! Mattix and Cooper-Jal Fh%(ll‘sx:ﬁu
Post Office Box 1249, County, N. Mex.
Houston Tex. 77001,
q-723 do 10.0 14,85
C 4-3-67
(i7 S Mobil Ofl Corp., Post Office United Gas Pipe Line Co., White 14.0 145
4-11-673 Box 2444, Houston, Tex. Point, Saxet, ot al. }ields, Han
77001 ;atricio and Nueces Counties,
G-197 ... Mobil Oil Corp. (partial United Gae Pipe Line Co., Green Awigned |oaeueo ..
D 5-25-673 abandonmen t). Field, Karnes County, Tex.
G-11957, Ei Paso Natural Gas Co., § m- Asaigned {ouuecven
D berry Field, Upton County.
do. ‘United Gas Pipe Line Co., Bethany Assigned
D 5-20-67 Field, Panola County, Tex.
......... Cabot Corp (SW) (Operator), Colorado Interstate Gas Co., Mo- Awigned luauecca
D 5-2-66¢% al., Post Office Box 1101, eane Field, Beaver County, Okls.
Pamp Tex. 79065.
G=13216.meeccee Mobil Ofl Corp. (partial El Paso Natural Qas Co,, Spra- Arigned [eeccnces
D 5-25-67 4 abandonment). berry Field, Upton County, ox.
........ Frod Whitaker (Operator) et al | Texas (as Trang fon  Clorp., 14.0 H.&
E 3-28-67 (successor to International Ca:thage Field, Panola County,
Helium, Inc. (Operator) ot Tex,
al), ¢/o Tom Roberts,
attorney, 201 Whltaket Bldg.,
Carthaxe Tex,
G-14925. ccceaeee Gulf Oil Corp. Post Office Box | Transwestern Plpeline Co., Block | Uneconomlcat {.ue.uu. -
D 52667 1589, Tulsa, Okla. 74102. 21, Mekeo Ficl Crane County,
- ————-| Mobil Oil Corp. (partial El Paso Natural Gas Co., 8 a.‘ Aselgned feacencns
D 5-25-674¢ abandonment). berry Ficld Upton Count
17246, .| Mobil Oil Corp. (Operator) Sinclair Oll & Qas Co., Abel Field Amigned [anai .
D 5-24-67 ot al. Pecos County, Tex,
G-17248 dn do Arslgned Jeaccocea
D 5-24-67%
G-18112.cceaeen Petroloum Consultants, Ine. El Paso Natural Gas Co., Bistl 13.0 18,025
((;i)erator) et al, (formerly Field, BanJuan County, N, Mex.
R. Reeso & Associates,
Ine. (Operator) et a.l) 2820
Central Ave., SE., Albuquer-
que, N. Mex. 71
G-18371. e Aztec Oif & Gas Co., 2008 First | El Paso Natural (fas Co,, Basin 1.0 15 ms
C 5-31-67 National Bank Bldg., Dallas, Zgalﬁ»ta Pool, San Juan County,
ex.
JCI60-216. coeee-- Petrolewm Consultants, Ine. X1 Paso Natural Gas Co., acreage in 12,0 18,028
4-4-677 (Oferator) et al, (tormer]y Rio Arriba County, N. Mex.
& Assoclates,
Inc. (Operator) et al.).
CIG0-691. -......| Continental Oil Co. (Operator) | Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., 115.0 14.08
C & D 5-22-67 et al., Post Office Box 2107, Varions Fields, Woods, Alfalfa,
Houston, Tex. 77001, Dewey, and Major Countlea,
CI61-991. - .......| Petroleum Consultante, Inc. El Paso Natural Gas Co., acreage in Inid0 18, 0258
44677 (formerly Val R. Reese & Rio Arriba County, N. Mex. uizo
Associates, Inc.).
CI61-1773. . ...} Conroy, Inc. (successor to Kansas-Nebrasks Natural Gas Co,, 10.0 16.4
E 5-29-67 South Texas Development Inc., Surveyor Creek Field, Wash.
Co., Operator), 1100 Alamo ington County, Colo.
gaﬂ%ldg San Antonio,
CI63-1139. .....| Harper Oil Co. (Operator) et . Arkansas Louisfana (as Co., North 15.0 14,08
C 5-20-67 al., Hightower Bldg., Drummond Area, Garfield and
Oklahoma City, Okla. 73102 Major Couptles, Okla.
CI64-808. ... Ralph L, Warner (successo: Consolidated QGas Supply Corp., 25.0 18.325
E 5-18-67 . Lawton), 105 Lee St., Grant District, Maﬂon Coumy.
Gassaway, W. Va, 26624, W. Va.
CI64-946. ... ‘Toenneco Qil Co. (Operator) ot Mlchlgan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., 11,0 14,05
C 5-26-67 al., Post Office Box 2511, Area, Woodward County,
Houston. Tex. T7001. kla
CI64-1211 e ____ R. R. Sheets (successor to Fred | El1 Paso Natural (ias Co., South 13.0 14,65
E §-22-67 V. Shadid et al.), 645 North- Erick Field, Greer County, Okla,
S5l S L, Onaboma City,
CI66-68. _._...| The Permian Corp. (successor | Tennesses Gas Pipeline Co., a divl 18.78 18, 028
E 5 to McWood Corp., Operator), sion of Tennsco Inc., Fort Jessup
Post Office Box 3119, Mid- Field Area, Sabine Pari.sh La.
land, Tex. 79704,
CI66-653... .| Austral Oil Co., Inc., et al., Arkansas Iouisfana Gas Co., Uneconomioal | auo.cou
D 5-29-67 2700 Humble Bldg. Houston, age in Haskell and Latlmor
‘I‘ex ')77002 (partial abandon- Counties. Okla.
CI66-856-n-aeun-] Oklahoma Natural Gas Co., Arkansas Louisiana (ias Co., South 15,0 14,65
C 5-25-67 Post Qo Box 871, Tulss, Bokosho Field, Le Flore County,
CIG7-285. eeeeee (23311 0713075y « MR Transwestern Plpeline Co., North+ t17.0 H.6
C 42867 et Mendots ¥ield, Hemphill
CI67-930.—ccenae | Cltles Service Oil Co., ! Transwes{em Plpeline Co. Hdloy 8.5 Mo
A 1-26-67 artlesville, Okla. 74003. Field, Winkler County,

Filling code: A—Iniﬁal service.
B-—Abandonment.
C—Amendment to add acreage.
D—Amendment to delete acreage.
E—Suceession.
¥-—Partial succession.

See footnotes at end of table.
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NOTICES
Docket No. Frose
and date filed Applicant Purchaser, field, and lecotion Privpor Mel | cire
CI67-1462..-.._| Charles A. Laughlin, Route 3, | The Lianufncturcrs Light & Heat o000 pLai
A 3-23-67 New Bethlehem, Pa. 16242, 80., Porter Townchip, Clavden
oun!
C167-1633.c oo | Edwm G. Bradley aud Geo. Platzm'g!nmml Gas Co., Hurston s 1403
A 5-26-67 haw, d.b.a. Bradloy- Gas Field, Kcamny Ceounty, Kans.
Shaw, £26 Union Center
Bldg., Wichita, Kans. 67202,
CI67-1634 - o ccmee Weva Ol Corp., Parkersburg Consolldated Gas Supply Cermp., 250 1523
A 52667 %at‘xromélﬁ Poguk Parkersburg, Iﬁeavmstﬂct, Caltbeun County,
« Ya.
CI67-16835. - -} Calvert-Mid America,lnc., etal, | Northern Natural Gas Co el et i) $17.0 1463
A 5-26-67 Fourth Floor, National Bank in Beaver County, O
oil %‘;ﬂm Bldg., Tulss, Okla.
CI67-1686. . ---..| A.LK., Ltd., No. 2 (successor Colorado Interstate Gas Co., Mio= [ 3 (1] 14,65
. (G-2032D) to Wyant Ventures, Ltd.), mne-Lavcmc Ficld, Horper Coune
¥ 5-29-67 ﬁfgﬁk on Southwest Bldg., ty, O
CI67-1637_ .. Humble Oil & Reﬁning Co., P:mhandlc Eastern Pipo Line Co., $17.0 1463
A 5-20-67 Post Office Box 2180, Selling Ficld, Dowey County,
Houston, Tex. 77001.
CI67-1688._.._..| Sidwell Oil & Gas, Inc. Paunhandlo Eastern Pipo Lino Co., BIT.E5 1463
A 520-67 (Operater), et al., ¢fo Jerry gereage in Beaver County, Okla,
F. Lyons, attomey, Post
gﬂica Bg; 550, Amarillo,
CI67-1689_ .| Humble 0il & Refining Co.-...] Nerthern Natural Gas Co., 2osano- $£17.0 1465
A 5-29-67 Ix:ﬁ;me Field, Horper County,
CI67-1690. .. oo | Ashland Ofl & Refining Co., Northern Notura! Gas Co., West Depleteld |........
B 5-29-67 Post Office Box 18639, Lemen Field, Haskell County,
klahoma City, Okla, 73118. Kans.,
CI67-1691 ... Humble 0il & Refining Co._.-.{ Panhandle Eastcrn Pips Line Co,, $17.0 4.5
A 5-23-67 Iéorlhgc%kll)fmbcy Fleld, Texes
CI67-1692. .. Singer-Fleischaker Oil Co., Florldo ~ Gas Transmisclon  Co, 215 15025
(G-20242) Inec(sucecessor to Continental Thoempson Bluff Ficld, Jefler-an
¥ 5-26-67 Oil Co.), 902 Whitney Bldg., Davis Parish, La,
New Orleans, La, 70130,
CI67-1633. ... Union Texas Petroleum, Panhandls Eastern Plps Lino Co,, $17.0 14.C3
A 5-29-67 division of Allicd Chemical Eouthwest A ard Arca, Wosds
Corp., Post Office Box 2120, County, O
Houstun, Tex. 77001,
CI67-1604 .| J. C. Walker, Bruin, Pa. 16022. .| Consolidated Gos Supply Ceorp,, a.5 15,325
A 519-67 genuetto Tovwnship, Elk County,
CI67-1695. .| American Metal Climax, Ine.,, Montana-Dakota Utllitles Co., West (&) [,
B 5-31-67 1270 Avenue of the Amerjeas, Groybull Unlt Ficld, Blz Hemn
New York, N.Y. 10022, unty,
CI67-1625_.____| Texas 0il & Gas Corp., 2523 Coa.sml bmlcs Gaos Producing Co., Depleted ....... -
B 5-29-67 Fidelity Onion Tower, Appllng Field, Calhoun County,
allax, Tex, 75231,
CIL167-1697. Lo T, Coa.stal States Gas Produclog Co,, Depleted | venne
B 5-29-67 X 'remm Flicld, Jackson County,
CI67-1698 .| R . S, Co:xst:sl States Gos Produclng Co,, Depleted | .cnovee
B 5-29-67 %ppung Fleld, Cathisun C«.»unty,
CI67-1699 s 1 R R L OO epleted Fevevnee
B 5-29-67
CI67-1700. . .. ... Coastal States Gas Produeing | South Texas Natural Gas Gatherlog Depleted §.. anee
B 5-29-67 Co., Post Offics Box 521, Co., South Tabtasxo Fiold Arca,

Corpus Churisti, Tex. 78{3. Hidalgo County, Tex.
OI67-1701 ... Kilroy Pmperti Ing, et. al,, | Michigan Wbmnsin Pipo Ling Co,, 21,25 15,023
A 53167 1908 First City ational Boston Bayon Field, Vermilisn

Bank Bldg., Houston, Tex. Parish, La.

77002,
OI67-1702_ . ..._.| Tenneo Ol Comrnmnneemnnses Transwestern Plpelino Ca,, Gatechy wire | 1405
A 531-67 Ficld, Ellis County, Okla,
OI67-1703.. — -....... J. M. Huber Corp., 2401 East Téxas Fastern ’rmnanls:iun Cam., o0 } 1503
A 5-31-67 Seeond Ave., Denver, Colo. Coteau Frene Fild, Accumption
80205, Parish, La.

1 Applicant has advised willingness to_ccoept
xmposeﬁ by Opinion No. 463, as modified by Opinion No, 4

m:mcnt :iuwriz:\uon containtng conditlons slmiler 9 thema

58~

= Amendment to certificate filed to reflect the new contm
3 Deletes nonproducing acreage assigned to Cattle Land Ofi Co. and Edwin L. Cox,
4 Deletes nonproducing screage as!é;ned to L W, Lovelady and R. W, Blako,

5 Deletes acreage assigned to Arnold Petroleum Co.
s Deletes acreage assigned to Petroleum Cerp. of Texas.

7 Amendment to certificate filed to reflect change fn ctorpemm name; »o chang? {n foterect Involved.

8 Subject to upward and downward B.t.u. adjustms

9 Rate in effect subject to refund in Docket No. RIGH"B

10 Applicable rate for gas not

1 Applicable rate for gas produced into low

oduced into Iow pressure systom,
pressure system.

22 Ineludes 0.85 cent upward B.t.u. adjustment. Subject to up\vm'd and downward B.tu. cdjustment,

12 Noncommercial.
1 Subject to upward B.t.u. adjustment,

[FFR. Doc. 67-6601; Filed, June 14, 1867; 8:45 am,]

[Docket Nos. G-10239, etc.]

R. H. CARNES ET AL.
Findings and Order After Statuiory
Hearing

June 6, 1967.

Findings and orders after statutory
hearing issuing certificates of public

convenience and necessity, amending
certificates, permitting and approving
abandonment of service, terminoting
certificates, making succezsors co-
respondents, redesienating proceedinss,
requiring filing of agreement and under-
taking, accepting agreement and under-
taking for filing, and accepting related
rate schedules and supplements for filingr.
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Each of the Applcants listed herein
hes filed an application pursuant to sec-
tion 7 of the Natural Gas Act for a cer-
tificate of public convenience and neces-
ity authorizing the sale and delivery
of natural gas in interstate commerce,
for permisslon and approval to abandon
service, or a petition to amend an exist-
Ing certificate authorization, all as more
fully describzd in the respective appli-
cations and petitions (and any supple-
ments or amendments thereto) which
are on file with the Commission.

The Applicants herein have filed re-
lated FPC Gas Rate Schedules and pro-
poze to initiate or abandon, add or de-
lete natural gas service in interstate
commerce as indicated by the tabula-
tHion herein. All sales certificated herein
are at rates elther equal fo or balow the
celliny prices established by the Com-
micsion’s statement of general policy No.
61-1, as amended, or Involved sales for
which permanent certificates have been
previously issued; except that the sales
from the Permian Basin area of New
Mexico and Texas are authorized to be
made at or below the applicable area
base rates and under the conditions pre-
ceribed in Opinion Nes. 468 and 468-A.

Evmar Oil Corp., Applicant in Docket
Nos. CI67-1036 and CI67-1223, proposes
to continue in part the sale of natural
gas heretofore authorized in Docket No.
G-3605 to be made pursuant fo Jossph
8. Gruss, FPC Gas Rate Schedule INo. 1
and to continue in toto the sale of na-
tural gas heretofore authorized in Dock-
et No. G-3605 to be made pursuant fo
Jozeph S, Gruss, FPC Gas Rate Schedule
No. 4, respectively. The confract com-
prising Jozeph S. Gruss, FPC Gas Rate
Schedule No. 1 will also be accepted for
filing as a rate schedule of Applicant,
and Jozeph S. Gruss, FPC Gas Rate
Schedule No. 4 will be redesimnated as 2
rate schedule of Applicant. The pres-
ently effective rate under said rafe
cchedules is in effect subject to refund
in Docket No. RIEQ-T74, and Applicant
has filed o motion requesting to be made
a party respondent in sald proceeding.
Therefore, Applicant will be made a co-
respondent in the proceeding pending
in Docket No. RI60-T4, the proczeding
will be redesimnated acecordingly, and
Applecant will be required to file an
agrecment and undertaking fo assure
the refund of any amounts collected by
it in excezs of the amount determined to
be just and reasonable in said pro-
ceeding.

Dugan Production Corp., Applicant in
Daocket No. CI67T-1217, proposes fo con-
tinue in part the sale of natural gas
heretofore authorized in Docket No.
G-17206 to be made pursuant to El Paso
Products Co., FPC Gas Rate Schedule
No. 8. The contract comprising said rate
cchedule will alco be accepted for filing
as a rate schedule of Applicant. The
prezently effective rate under said rate
cchedule is in effect subject to refund in
Docket No. RIE4-460, and Applicant has
filed & motion to be made 2 pariy re-
spondent in sald proceeding and has sub-
mitted an agreement and undertaking

1 Concolldated in the {nidlal preceeding in
Dacket IHo. ARG1-1 et ol.
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to assure tHe refund of any amounts col-
lected by it in excess of the amount deter-
mined to be just and ressonsable in said
proceeding. Therefore, Applicant will be
made co-respondent, the proceeding will
be redesignated accordingly, and the
agreement and undertaking will be
accepted for filing.

The staff has reviewed each applica-
tion and recommends each action
ordered as consistent with all substan-
tive Commission policies and required
by the public convenience and necessity.

After due notice, a joint petition to
intervene by Southern California Gas
Co. and Southern Counties Gas Co. of
California was filed in Docket No. CI87-
1217, in the matter of the application
filed on February 27, 1967, in said docket.
The petition to intervene has been with-
drawn, and no other petitions to inter-
vene, notices of Interventions, or pro-
tests to the granting of any of the respec-
tive applications or petitions in this
order have been received.

At a hearing held on May 25, 1967, the
Commission on its own motion received
and made a part of the record in these
proceedings all evidence, including the
applications, amendments and exhibits
thereto, submitted in support of the re-
spective authorizations sought herein,
and upon consideration of the record,

The Commission finds:

(1) Each Applicant herein is a “nat-
urgl-gas company” within the meaning
of the Natural Gas Act as heretofore
found by the Commission or will be en-
geged in the sale of natural gas in inter-
state commerce for resale for ultimate
public consumption, subject to the juris-
diction of the Commission, and will
therefore, be & “natural-gas company”
within the meaning of said Act upon the
commencement of the service under the
respective authorizations granted here-
inafter.

(2) The sales of natural gas herein-
before described, as more fully described
in the respective applications, amend-
ments and/or supplements herein, will
be made in interstate commerce, subject
to the jurisdiction of the Commission,
and such sales by the respective Appli-
cants, together with the construction
and operation of any facilities subject to
the jurisdiction of the Commission
necessary therefor, are subject to the re-
quirements of subsections (¢) and (e) of
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act.

(3) The respective Applicants are able
and willing properly to do the acts and
to perform the services proposed and to
conform to the provisions of the Natural
Gas Act and the requirements, rules and
regulations of the Commission there-
under.

(4) The sales of natural gas by the
respective Applicants, together with the
construction and operation of any facili-
ties subject to the jurisdiction of the
Commission necessary therefor, are re-
quired by the public convenience and
necessity and certificates therefore
should be issued as hereinafter ordered
and conditioned.

(56) It is necessary and appropriate in
carrying out the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act and the public convenience

NOTICES

and necessity require that the certificate
authorizations heretofore issued by the
Commission in Docket Nos. (-10239,
C160-738, CI63--20, CI63—-647, CI63-1162,
CI64-1338, C165-426, C166-176, C166-239,
C166-338, - C166-1234, and CI67-205
should~ be amended as hereinafter
ordered and conditioned.

(6) It is necessary and appropriate in
carrying out the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act that the certificates here-
tofore issued in the following dockets
should be amended to reflect the deletion
of acreage where new certificates are
issued herein or existing certificates are
amended herein to authorize service
from the subject acreage:

New certificate and/or

Amend to amendment toadd
delete acreage acreage
G-3605 C167-1036
G-3605 C167-1228
G-10827. CI66-239
G-14370. C166-239
G-17208 CI67-1217

(1) The sales of natural gas proposed
to be abandoned by the respective Appli-
cants, as hereinbefore described, all as
more fully described in the respective
applications and in the tabulation
herein, are subject to the requirements
of subsection (b) of section 7 of the Nat-
ural Gas Act, and such abandonmenis
should be permitted and approved as
hereinafter ordered.

(8) It is necessary and appropriate in
carrying out the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act that the certificates of pub-
lic convenience and necessity heretofore
issued to the respective Applicants relat-
ing to the abandonments hereinafter
permitted and approved should be ter-
minated.

(9) It is necessary and appropriate in
carrying out the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act that Evmar Oil Corp. should
be a co-respondent In the proceeding
pending in Docket No. RI60-74, that said
proceeding should be redesignated ac-
cordingly, and that Evmar Oil Corp.
should be required to file an agreement
and undertaking in said proceeding.

(10) It is necessary and appropriate
iIn carrying out the provisions of the
Natural Gas Act that Dugan Production
Corp. should be a co-respondent in the
proceeding pending in Docket No. RI64~
460, that sald proceeding should be re-
designated accordingly, and that the
agreement and undertaking submitted by
Dugan in sald proceeding should be ac-
cepted for fling.

(11) It is necessary and appropriate
in carrying out the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act that the respective related
rate schedules and supplements as desig~
nated in the tabulation herein should be
accepted for filing as hereinafter ordered.

The Commission orders:

(A) Certificates of public convenience
and necessity are issued upon the terms
and conditions of this order authorizing
the sales by the respective Applicants
herein of natural gas in interstate com-
merce for resale, together with the con-~
struction and operation of any facilities
subject to the jurisdiction of the Com-
mission necessary for such sales, all as
hereinbefore described and as more fully
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described in the respective applications,
amendments, supplements and exhibits
in this proceeding.

(B) The certificates granted in para-
graph (A) above are not transferable and
shall be effective only so long as Appli~
cants continue the sacts or operations
hereby authorized in accordance with the
provisions of the Natural Gas Act and
the applicable rules, regulations and or-
ders of the Co: on.

(C) The grant of the certificates is-
sued in paragraph (A) above shall not be
construed as a walver of the require-
ments of section 4 of the Natural Gas Act
or of Part 154 or Part 157 of the Commig-
sion’s regulations thereunder, and Is
without prejudice to any findings or or-
ders which have been or may hereafter be
made by the Commission in any proceed-
ings now pending or hereafter instituted
by or against the respective Applicants.
Further, our action in this proceeding
shall not foreclose nor prejudice any fu-
ture proceedings or objections relating to
the operation of any price or related pro-
visions in the gas purchase contracts
herein involved. Nor shall the grant of
the certificates aforesald for service to
the particular customers involved imply
approval of all of the terms of the respec-
tive contracts particularly as to the ces~
sation of service upon termination of said
contracts, as provided by section 7(b) of
the Natural Gas Act. Nor shall the grant
of the certificates aforesnid be construed
to preclude the imposition of any sanc-
tions pursuant to the provisions of the
Natural Gas Act for the unauthorized
commencement of any sales of natural
gas subject to sald certificates.

(D) The grant of the certificates
issued herein on all applications filed
after April 15, 1965, is upon the condition
that no increase in rate which would ex-
ceed the ceiling prescribed for the given
area by paragraph (d) of the Commisg-
sion’s statement of general policy No,
61-1, as amended, shall be flled prior to
the applicable dates, as indicated by
footnotes 2 and 23 in the attached tabu-
lation.

(E) The initial rate for the sale au-
thorized in Docket No. C166-103 shall be
the applicable base area rate prescribed
in Opinion No. 468, as modifled by
Opinion No. 468-A, as adjusted for qual-
ity or the contract rate, whichever is
lower; and no increase in rate in excess
of said initial rate shall be flled before
January 1, 1968.

(F) If the quality of the gas dellvered
by Applicant in Docket No. CI166-103 de~
viates at any time from the quality
standards set forth in Opinion No. 468,
as modifiled by Opinion No. 468-A, so as
to require a downward adjustment of
the existing rate, a notice of change in
rate shall be flled pursuant to the provi-
sions of section 4 of the Natural
Gas Act: Provided, however, that adjust-
ments reflecting changes in Btu content
of the gas shall be computed by the ap-
plicable formula and charged without
the filing of a notice of change in rate,

(&) Within 90 days from the date of
initial delivery Applicant in Docket No.
CI66-103 shall file three copies of a rate
schedule quality statement in the form

15, 1967
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prescribed in Opinion No. 468-A. Ap-
plicant in Docket Nos. CI67-1036 and
C167-1228 shall file rate schedule quality
statements for each rate schedule in-
volved within 45 days from the date of
this order.

(H) The initial price for the sale au-
thorized in Docket No. CI67-1085 shall
be 11 cents per Mecf at 14.65 p.si.a.

(I) Certificates are issued herein in
Docket Nos. C167-1295, C167-1299, CI67-
1312, CI67-1313, CI67-1315, CI67-1316,
and CI67-1396 authorizing the respec-
tive Applicants to continue the sales of
natural gas being rendered on June 7,
1954.

(J) Certificates are issued herein in
Docket Nos. CI67-1318, C167-1320, CI67—
1398, and CI67-1399 authorizing the re-
spective Applicants to continue the sales
of natural gas which were initiated with-
out prior Commission authorization.

(B) A certificate is issued herein in
Docket No. CI67-1296 authorizing Ap-
plicant to continue the sale of natural
gas which was being rendered without
prior Commission authorization by the
predecessor.

(L) The certificates heretofore issued
in Docket Nos. CI60-738, CI63-20, CI63-
647, CI63-1162, CI64-1338, CI66-176,
CI66-239, CI66-1234, and CI67-205 are
amended by adding thereto or deleting
therefrom authorization to sell natural
gas to the same purchasers and in the
same areas as covered by the original
authorizations pursuant to the rate
schedule supplements as indicated in the
tabulation herein. .

(M) The acceptance for filing of the
related rate Schedules in Docket Nos.
CI60—738 and CI63-647 are contingent
upon Applicants’ filing three copies each
of a billing statement as required by the
regulations under the Natural Gas Act.

(N) The certificates heretofore issued
in the following dockets are amended to
reflect the deletion of acreage where
new certificates are issued herein or ex-
isting certificates are amended herein to
authorize service from the subject acre-

age:
New certificate
Amend to and/or amendment
delete acreage - to add acrecage
G-3605 CI67-1036
G-3605 CI67-1228
G-10827 C166-239
G-14370 CI166-239
G-17208 CI67-1217

(O) The certificates heretofore issued
in Docket Nos. G-10239, CI65-426, and
CI66-338 are amended by changing the
certificate holders to the respective suc-
cessors in interest as indicated in the
tabulation herein.

(P) Permission for and approval of
the abandonment of service by the re-
spective Applicants, as hereinbefore de-
seribed, all as more fully described in the
respective applications and in the tabula-
tion herein are granted.

(@) The certificates heretofore issued
in Docket Nos. G-18039, G-12772, CI62-
1201,.-and CI64-847 are terminated.

. (R) Evmar 0Oil Corp. shall be a co-re-
spondent in the proceeding pending in
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Docket No. RIG0-74 and the proceeding
is redesignated accordingly.?

(S) Within 30 days from the Issuance
of this order Evmar Oll Corp. shall exe~
cute, in the form set out below, and chall
file with the Secretary of the Commission
an acceptable agreement and under-
taking in Docket No. RI60-74 to assure
the refund of any amounts collected by it,
together with Interest at the rate of ceven
percent per annum, in excess of the
amount determined to be just and rea-
sonable in said proceeding. Unlezs noti-
fied to the contrary by the Secretary of
the Commission within thirty days from
the date of submission, such agreement
and undertaking shall be deemed to have
been accepted for filing.

(T) Evmar Oil Corp. shall comply with
the refunding and reporting procedure
required by the Natural Gas Act and
§ 154.102 of the regulations thergunder,
and the asreement and undertakins filed
by Evmar in Doclket No. RI60-74 shall
remain in full force and effect until dis-
charged by the Commission.

(U) Dugan Production Corp. shall be
a co-respondent in the proceeding pend-

2 Jozeph S. Grucs and Evmar Oll Corp.
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inrin Docket MNo. RI64-460, said proceed-

inr is redesiemated accordinsly,® and the

arreement and undertaking submitted by

lglulgan in said proceeding is accepted for
.

(V) Duzan Production Corp. shall
comply with the refunding and reporting
procedure required by the Natural Gas
Act and §154.102 of the rezulations
thereunder, and the agreement and wn-
dertaking filed by Dugan in Dackeb No.
RIC4-460 shall remain in full force and
Sﬂect until discharged by the Commis~
sfon.

(Y Therespectiverelatad rafe sched-
ules and supplements as indicated in the
tabulation herein are accepted for filing;
further, the rate schedules relating to the
successtons hereln are accepted and re-
desiemated, subject to the applicable
Commission Rezulations under the Nat-
ural Gas Act to be effective on the dates
asindicated in the tabulation herein.

By the Commission.

[sEaLl Gorpor M. GRaNT,
Secretary.

2El Paco Products Co. and Duzon Pro-
duction Cozp.

G o W e

PPCratocchedalatoboczecptcd
Docket No. Yarchooor, 10313, cnd
and dato filed Appicant Ioxtha
Decaxiptionand dats No. { Sapp.
cfdscamment
G-162. . e R H. Cames ctal, Pecanzall Co., Bl €andy | . H. Octomactal,
B 4-7-67 (cucceser to HL I Dictrist, Ranawha FPC GES No. 1.
Oternoctal). Ceunty, V. Va. Acimnment G-20-€3 . 1 1
| Effcctive dates 0-C0-CG,
CI6-T3% o] Ashland Oft & Refining | Ponhandls Eoctemn Piro  p Amendment 2-0-673..0 473 13
C 36072 Co. Lino Co., cweasoin !
Maisr and Dewey i ]
Coanties, O ' .
CIS3-0...-.....! Humblo 00 & Refining | Arkancas Lealiana Ges | Aczizument 0-10-€53 0. 37 23
D 10465 Co, (Opcratar) et ol Co.. Arkema Ares,
Lo Flzre County, Okla, i
D 10-11-G5 do. Arsoma Aroa, Piteiurg | Accizoment 23087 T 29
County, Okl |
D 11-8-08 do. Arioma Arcd, Hookell [ Accimmracnt 1-05-(3 50 37 31
R County, Okl
D 112305 do. Arioma Areg, Latimer Acument ¢-C3-(5 88 fxrd iz}
Cgunty, Okla, 1
D 1-3-8 do Axéxemaz Ara:z\;,ga::&cn Actizoment 12-17-C5 88 =7 32
aanty,
D 1-24-63 o0 e eoencneeas] ArkcmaAres, Pittclinrg | Acizoment 12-03-C567 37 23
Ceunty, Okla.
D 51965 do a2, Acimment 412388 __ kxrg 24
CISBAT e amae Citles Ecrvien Ol Coo_ | 2ichi-an Witzencin RPipe | Amendstory ezrcement 122 4
C 410673 Line Ca., Weadword oA Sk
6’35::;'. Wiesds Ceunty,
CIZ-1162..oo...| Humbls O & Refinlog | Northiom Nataral Gos Acinment 3-0-L5.17 azes 12
D 1-2-65 Co. (Opcmater) ctal Ca., Cao Arca, Acimmoent1-0-€58 0 fzrg 13
Beaver County, Okla,
CIG&1333. . .....| Humbls Ofl & Refning | Nataral Gas Pipcline Co. | Amcndmont 2-1-(7.3 ki g
C4-10-(73 Co. (Opcratar). of Amezin, Crane
Fi2'3, Dowey County,
CI05~428u caeunen Po2as Co. (cuczesorte | Cltlss Sczvlia G235 Co,, John H, Bill, FPC [ 3 S
E &7-67 Johin H, Hill). Saoath Blrhep Area, GRS No. 2.
Liis Csunty, Okla. Eupploment No. 1. & 1
Nouleofcusceron
-Z-(T.
Acionment 2-23-07. 3 24 2
Eaactive dotes Z-23-C7.
O163-103. .ovo..| Joooph E, Soorom & Traaswesiom Plpclica Pattfcd S-23-(3.8 o230 PR
A 730001 Sons, Ing., d.ba, Co., Bcll Lake Unlt Controct 10-12-C0.1 €3 |
Texas Paclfis 01 No, 10, Lea County, Lctter oorecmont i}
Co2 W, 25cx. 12-14-¢9.
Letter crrecnent 831
S-CT-C2. X
Lctter oorecment €|
G-2-C3. i
Letter eopecment &3 |
243
Filing code: A—Inftial rervlee,
B—Alaudsnment.
C—Amcndment to odd corecne.
D—Amcndment to deleto coresga.

E—Succetlon.
F~—Tortial cucceslon.

Seo fastnotes at cnd of toble,
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8638 NOTICES
Effective Cents pet Mct Rate In
Rato | Sup- Amount| Date date Date sus- efleet mih-
Dockot Respondent sched- | ple- Purchaser and producing area ofannual] filing unjess pended Ject ta
No. ule | ment increase | tenderad |  sus- until— Ratein { Proposed { refnnl in
No. No. pended effect increased docket
rate Noa,
RI167-423...| Hunt 0il Co., 1401 5 3 | Transcontinental Gss Pipe Line s$11 5-8-57 | 25-8-67 | (Accepted) $23.55 84000
Elm Bt., Dallas, Corp. (Thibodeaux Field, La- 5-8-67 | 25-8-67 10-8-67 2.0 4823.28
Tex. 76202, %ouﬁge )Parish, La) (South
ana).
RI67-424_..| H. L. Hunt et al,, 29 4 | Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 18 5-8-57 | 25-8-67 | (Accopted) 823 5% 24200
1401 Elm 8t., Corp. (Bear Field, Beauregard 5-8-67 | 25-8-67 10-5-67 20,0 Q2328
Dallas, Tex. 76202, Parish, La.) (South Loulsiana).
RI167-425...] Hassio Hunt Trust 24 4 | Tennessee Gas Pipe Line Co., 8 * 500 5-8-07 | 25867 | (Aceepled) 23,6 M0
(Qperator) et al., division of Tenneco, Inc. (South 5-8-67 ) 25-8-67 10-8-67 20,0 4923, B8R
) 1401 Elm St., Pass Block 24 Field, Plaguemine
Dallas, Tex, 75202, Parish, La,) (South Louisiana).
..... P e Y 29 5 | Tennessee Gas Pipe Line Co., a ] 111,500 5-8-67 | 26-8-67 | (Accepted) $23.25 24200
division of Tenneco, Inc. (North 5-8-67 | 26867 160567 20.0 41923, 8%
Rousseau Area, Lafourche Parish,
La.) (South Louisiana).

2 The stated effective date is the date of filing.
3 Conditioned Initial rate provided by Opinion No. 436.

4 Pressure base is 15025 p.s.i.a.
s Initial rate (including taxes).
$ Net rate decrease.

1 ¥ootnote %-not used.

~

Hunt Oil Co., H. L. Hunt et al,, and
Hassie Hunt Trust (Operator) et al. (all
referred to herein as Hunt) propose two-
step rate changes for their sales of nat-
ural gas from the Southern Louisiana
Ares.

The sales involved herein were in-
cluded Opinion No. 436, Union Texas
Petroleum et al, Docket Nos. G-13221
et al. Opinion No. 436 issued certificates
to these Respondents conditioned to ini-
tinl rates of 20.0 cents in lieu of the
initial price provided by their contracts
but the rate reduction required therein
was stayed pending judicial review of
Opinion No. 436 pursuant to Opinion No.
436-A. Consistent therewith, sales under
these rate schedules continued to be
made pursuant to temporary authoriza-
tion.

Respondents now propose as a first
step that their presently effective rates
(as g result of the stay in Opinion No.
436-A) be immediately reduced to 20.0
cents to reflect the conditioned initial
rate which the Commission found to be
required in Opinion No. 436. Upon the
effectiveness of the decreases in rate de-
scribed above, Hunt propose as a second
step to increase their rates to 23.25 cents,
and Hassie Hunt Trust (Operator) et al.,
proposes to increase its rate to 23.55
cents. The end results of the above ac-
tion would thus reflect a net decrease
for Hunt from their presently effective
rates and a net increase for Hassie Hunt
Trust (Operator) et al., from its present-
ly effective rate. Under the circum-
stances, we conclude that the proposed
changes reflecting decreases fo 20.0
cents per Mecf should be accepted for
flling and permitted to become effective
as of May 8, 1967, the date of filing, and
the proposed rate increases to 23.25 cents
and 23.55 cents per Mcf should be sus-
pended for 5 months from May 8, 1967,
the date of filing.

The sales related to Hassie Hunt Trust
(Operator) et al., rate increase contained
in Supplement No. 5 to Hunt’s FPC Gas
Rate Schedule No. 29 were initially made
under a temporary certificate containing
a Condition (2) provision prohibiting
changes in the rate specified in the tem-

s« Fractured” rate. Respondent contractually due & rate of 27.55 cents per Mt
inelusive of tax reimbursement,

9« Fractured” rate. Respondent contractuully duo a rate of 26,10 conty per Mef
inclusive of tax reimhursement.

104 Fractured” rate. Respondent contraetnally du a rate of 2440 cents per Mol
inelusive of tax reimhursement.

1 Net rate increase.

porary certificate until changed by fur-
ther order of the Commission in the re-
lated certificate proceeding. Hunt re-
quests waiver of the Condition (2) provi-
sion to permit the filing of its increase.
Consistent with Commission action in-
volving sales being made pursuant to
temporary certificates containing a Con-
dition (2) provision where such sales
commenced more than 3 years ago (in-
jtial delivery under this rate schedule
commenced on Nov. 23, 1961), we be-
lieve that it would be in the public in-
terest to waive Condition (2) in Hunt’s
temporary certificate in Docket No. CI61~
645 to permit Hunt’s proposed notice of
change in rate contained in the afore-
mentioned supplement to be filed as
hereinafter ordered.

Hunt's proposed increased rates and
charges exceed the applicable area price
level for increased rates in Southern
Iouisiana as announced in the Commis-
sion’s statement of general policy No.
61-1, as amended (18 CFR Ch. I, Pt. 2,
§ 2.56).

The proposed changed rates and
charges may be unjust, unreasonable,
unduly discriminatory, or preferential,
or otherwise unlawful.

The Commission finds:

(1) Good cause exists for waiving
Condition (2) in the temporary certifi-
cate issued in Docket No. C161-645, with
respect to Hassie Hunt Trust (Operator)
et al.,, notice of change, designated as
Supplement No. 6§ to Hunt’s FPC Gas
Rate Schedule No. 29, and for allowing
such notice of change to be filed as here-
inafter ordered.

(2) It is necessary and proper in the
public interest and to aid in the enforce-
ment of the provisions of the Natural
Gas Act that the Commission enter upon
public hearings concerning the lawful-
ness of the proposed changes, and that
the above-designated supplements (inso-
far as they pertain to the 23.25 cents
and 23.55 cents per Mecf rates) be sus-
pended and the use thereof deferred as
hereinafter ordered.

The Comumission orders:

(A) Condition (2) in the temporary
certificate issued in Docket No. CI61-645

is hereby waived with respect to Hastle
Hunt Trust (Operator) et al,, notice of
change, designated as Supplement No.
5 to Hunt’'s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No.
29, and such rate change is permitted to
be filed.

(B) The above-designated rate sup-
plements, insofar as they pertaln to the
proposed rate decreases to 20.0 cents per
Mcf, are hereby accepted for filing and
agg;«'ed to become effective as of May 8,
1 .

(C) Pursuant to the authority of the
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections
4 and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules
of practice and procedure, and the regu~
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR Ch. I), public hearings shall be held
upon dates to be fixed by notices from the
Secretary concerning the lawfulness of
the proposed increased rates and charges
(23.25 cenfs and 23.55 cents per Mecf)
contained in the above-designated rate
supplements.

(D) Pending hearings and declsions
thereon, the above-designated rate sup-
plements, insofar as they pertain to the
23.25 cents and 23.55 cents rates, ave
hereby suspended and the use thercof
deferred until October 8, 1967, and there~
after until such further time as they are
made effective in the manner preseribed
by the Natural Gas Act.

(BE) Neither the supplements hercby
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought
to be altered thereby, shall be changed
until these proceedings have been dive
posed of or until the perlods of suspen«
sion have expired, unless otherwise or«
dered by the Commission.

(F) Notices of intervention or peti-
tions to intervene may be filed with the
Federal Power Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20426, in accordance with the
rules of practice and procedure (18
gﬁgé'? and 1.37(f)) on or before July

By the Commission.

[sEAL] GORDON M. GIRANT,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 67-6603; Filed, June 14, 1067;

8:45 am.]
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DELAWARE RIVER BASIN
COMMISSION

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
Notice of Public Hearing

Notice is hereby given that the Dela-
ware River Basin Commission will hold
a public hearing on Friday, June 23,
1967. The hearing will take place in
Room 1306 of the Pennsylvania State
Office Building, Broad and Spring
Garden Streets in Philadelphia, begin-
ning at 2 pm. The subject of the hear-
ing will be proposals to amend the Com-
prehensive Plan so as to include therein
the following projects.

1. Philadelphia Fire Department. A
project providing for the construction of
a stone and earth dike and fill encroach-~
ment into the waterway of the Delavrare
River at the city-owned wharf at the foot
of Allegheny Avenue. -

2. Philadelphia Internatlional Airport.
A project involving a dike and fill of
about 16 acres, encroaching into the
Delaware River for the relocation of a
branch of the Pennsylvania Railroad.

3. Dover Air Force Base. A project in-
volving construction of a secondary
treatment facility at the TU.S. Air Force
Base in Dover, Del. Treated effluent will
discharge to the St. Jones River. _

4. South Fallsburgh Sewer District. A
project to construct a complete high-
rate trickling filter plant in the town of
Fallsburgh, Sullivan County, N.Y. The
new plant will have a capacity of 1.2
million gallons per day and will dis-
charge to the Neversink River.

5. Borough of Andover. A project to
develop public water supplies from two
existing wells to supplement present sup-
plies in Sussex County, N.J. Combined
capacity of these wells will he 200,000
gallons per day.

6. Merchaniville-Pennsauken 1Vater
Commission. A project to augment pres-
ent water supplies in the Commission’s
service area of Camden County, N.J., by
development of a new well with a capac-
ity of 1 million gallons per day. Addi-

“tionally, 12 existing wells will be included

in the Comprehensive Plan,

7. Kent County Levy Court. A project
by the Levy Court of Kent County, Del.,
to develop a county-wide comprehen-
sive sewage disposal system including
pump stations, transmission mains and
tertiary treatment facilities.

8. Honey Brook Borough. A project by
the Borough of Honey Brook, Chester
County Pa. to augment present water.
supplies by development of a new well
(MNo. 5), transmission mains, distribu-
tion storage and distribution system
facilities. The proposed 235-foot well is
expected to yield 180 gallons per minute,

W. BRINTON WHITHALL,
Secretary.
JunE 9, 1967,

[FR. Doc. 67-6690; Filed, June 14, 1967;

8:45 am.]

NOTICES

INTERAGENCY TEXTILE
ADMINISTRATIVE GOMMITTEE

CERTAIN COTTON TEXTILES AND
COTTON TEXTILE PRODUCTS PRO-
DUCED OR MANUFACTURED IN
BRAZIL

Entry and Withdrawal From Ware- :
house for Consumption

Joue 12, 1967.

On June 7, 1967, the U.S. Government,
in furtherance of the objectives of, and
under the terms of, the Long Term Ar-
ranvement Regarding International
Trade in Cotton Textiles, done at Geneya
on February 9, 1962, includin Arti-
cle 6tc) thereof relating to nonpartici-
pants, informed the Government of Bra-
zil that it was renewing for an additional
12-month period beginning June 8, 1967,
and extending through June 8, 1968, the
restraint on imports to the United States
of cotton textiles and cotton textile prod-
ucts in Caterories 22, 26 (duck), and 26
(other than duck) produced or manu-
factured in Brazil. The levels of restraint
for this 12-month period are 5 porcent
greater than the levels of restraint appli-
cable to these categories for the preced-
ing 12-month period.

There is published below a letter of
June 8, 1967, from the Chairman, Presi-
dent’'s Cabinet Textile Advisory Com-
mittee to the Commissioner of Customs,
directing that the amounts of cotton
textiles and cotton textile products in
Categories 22, 26 (duck), and 26 (other
than duck), produced or manufactured
in Brazil, which may be entered or with-
drawn from warchouse for consumption
in the United States, for the 12-month
period beginning June 9, 1967, be limited
to desigmated levels.

StarnLEY NEHIIER,
Chairman, Interagency Teztile
Administrative  Committee,
and Deputy Assistant Secre-
tary for Resources.

THEC Sccnerany oF ConsatEncn
PrespenT's Captver TeEXTILE ADVISORY
Cor2UTICE

YWasHEmGTON, D.C, 20230,
June 8, 1867,

CoMANISSIONIR oF CUsTONS,
Department of the Treasury,
Washington, D.C. 20226.

DEean Mn. Coxrrusstornez: Under the terms
of the Long Term Arrangemcnt Rogarding
International Trade In Cotton Texstiles done
at Geneva on Fcbruary 0, 1862, Including
Article 6(c) thercof relating to nonpartici-
pants, and in accordance with the proccdures
outlined in Exccutive Order 11052 ¢f Ecptem-
ber 28, 1962, a5 amended by Izccutive Order
11214 of April 7, 18G5, you are directed to
prohibit effective June 9, 1867, and for the
12-month peried extending through June 8,
1968, entry into the United States for con-
sumption and withdrawal from swarchouce
for consumption of cotton tcxtlles and cot-
ton textile products in Categories 22 and 26,
produced or manufactured in Brazil, In cxc2o3
of the following designated 12-month levels

" of restraint:
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12-monthz

lerel of

restraint
cquare yards, . 3,045,600
2¢ (duci only)? do .. 1,575,000
26 (otheor thon dquek) ... do .. 2,310,000

3 TS U.S.A.INo5:
320....01 through 04, 05, 03
3821._.01 through C£, 65,03
322...01 through 64, 05, 03
325....01 through €4, 03, 03
327....01 through 04, 05,03
328...01 through €2, 06,03

In carrying cut this directive, entrles of
cotton tcxtiles and estton teztile products
In Categzories 22 and 20, predused or manu-
factured in Erczil and which have bezen ex-
ported from Brozil to the United States
pricr to June 9, 1967, shall ke charged in
the following manner: First, not more than
143,609 cquaxe yards of such goads In Cate-
€ory 22 chall be ekarged agoinst any unfilled
balaness in the levels of restroint estob-
lished for estton textiles in Category 28 for
the porled June 9, 19€5, through June 8,
1867; and Sccond, entries of such geods in
Catcgorles 22 and 26 choll, to the extent of
any unfilled balonces as edjusted purcuant
to the above directions, be chorped agninst
the level of restraint ectabliched for such
goods for the 12-monti pericd ending June
8, 19G7. In tke event the level of restraint
establizhed for the 12-month pericd ending
June 8, 1967, has been exhaucted by previsus
entries, cuch geods chall be subfect to the
dircstives cct forth in this letter.

A detalled docerlption of the catezories In
terms ¢f TSU.S.A. numbers was publizhed
in the Fepzman Roststom on July 7, 1865 (31
P.R.3310).

In carrying out the absve directions, entry
into the United States for consumption shall
beo construed to inelude entry for consump-
tion into the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.

The 2ctions taker with rezpect to the Gov-
ernment of Brozil and srith respect to im-
ports of cotton textiles and cotton textile
products from Brazil hove been determined
by the Precidents’ Cablnet Textile Advizory
Committee to involve forelgn affafrs func-
tions of the United States. Thezefore, the
direztions to the Commiscioner of Customs,
belng nceectary to the implemsntation of
such actions, 21 within the forelzn ofinirs
cxception to the notlcz provisions of 5 US.C.
§53. Tals letter will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

Sincorely yours,

A.B. TROWEDILGE,
Acting Secretery of Commerce,
Chatrmar, Presldent’s Cebinet
Textile Adricory Committce.

[FR. Dae. 67-6732; Filed, June 14, 1967;
§:43 aam.}

SMALL BUSINESS
ADMINISTRATION

[Dcelaration of Dlcaster Loon Area 6161
KENTUCKY

Dcclaration of Disaster Loan Area

Whereas, it has been reported that
during the month of May 1967, because
of the effects of certain disasters, damage
resulted to residences and business prop-
erty located in Hardin County, in the
State of Eentucky.

15, 1967
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‘Whereas, the Small Business Adminis-
tration has investigated and received
other reports of investigations of condi-
tions in the area affected;

Whereas, after reading and evaluating
reports of such conditions, I find that
the conditions in such area constitute a
catastrophe within the purview of the
Small Business Act, as amended.

Now, therefore, as Administrator of
the Small Business Administration, I
hereby determine that:

1. Applications for disaster loans un-
der the provisions of section 7(b) (1) of
the Small Business Act, as amended, may
be received and considered by the office
below indicated from persons or firms
whose property, situated in the aforesaid
county and areas adjacent thereto,
suffered damage or destruction resulting
from floods and accompanying condi-
tions occurring on or about May 14, 1967.

OFFICE

Small Business Administration Regional
Office, Fourth and Broadway, Louisville,
Ky. 40202,

. 2. Applications for disaster loans un-
der the authority of this declaration will
not be accepted subsequent to December
31, 1967,

Dated: June 8, 1967.

BerNARD L. BOUTIN,
Administrator.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6704; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:46 a.m.]

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notice 1074]

MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER
CARRIER AND FREIGHT FOR-
WARDER APPLICATIONS

JUNE 9, 1967,
The following applications are gov-
erned by Special Rule 1.247* of the Com-
mission’s general rules of practice (49
CFR, as amended), published in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER issue of April 20, 1966, ef-

fective May 20, 1966. These rules provide, .

among other things, that a protest to the
granting of an application must be filed
with the Commission within 30 days
after date of notice of filing of the appli-
cation is published in the FEpERAL REG-
1sTER. Failure seasonably to file a pro~
test will be construed as a waiver of op-
position and participation in the pro-
ceeding. A protest under these rules
should comply with §1.247(d)(3) of
the rules of practice which requires that
it set forth specifically the grounds upon
which it is made, contain a detailed
statement of protestant’s interest in the
proceeding (including a copy of the spe-
cific portions of its authority which pro-
testant believes to be in conflict with

1 Coples of Special Rule 1.247 (as amended)
can be obtained by wrlting to the Secretary,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20423.

NOTICES

that sought in the application, and de-
seribing in detail the method—whether
by joinder, interline, or other means-—
by which protestant would use such
authority to provide all or part of the
service proposed), and shall specify with
particularity the facts, matters, and
things relied upon, but shall not include
issues or allegations phrased generally.
Protests not in reasonable compliance
with the requirements of the rules
may be rejected. The original and
one copy of the protest shall be filed with
the Commission, and a copy shall be
served concurrently upon applicant’s
representative, or applicant if no rep-
resentative is named. If the protest in-
cludes a request for oral hearing, such
requests shall meet the requirements of
§1.247(d) (4) of the special rule, and
shall include the certification required
therein.

Section 1.247(f) of the Commission’s
rules of practice further provides that
each applicant shall, if protests to its
application have been filed, and within
60 days of the date of this publication,
notify the Commission in writing (1)
that it is ready to proceed and prosecute
the applicasion, or (2) that it wishes to
withdraw the application, failure in
which the application will be dismissed
by the Commission.

Further processing steps (whether
modified procedure, oral hearing, or
other procedures) will be determined
generally in accordance with the Com-
mission’s General Policy Statement Con-
cerning Motor Carrier Licensing Proce-
dures, published in the FEDERAL REGISTER
issue of May 3, 1966. This assignment will
be by Commission order which will be
served on each party of record.

The publications hereinafter set forth
reflect the scope of the applications as
filed by applicants, and may include
descriptions, restrictions, or limitations
which are not in a form acceptable to the
Commission. Authority which ultimately
may be granted as a result of the appli-
cations here noticed will not necessarily
reflect the phraseology set forth in the
application as filed, but also will elim-
inate any restrictions which are not
acceptable to the Commission.

No. MC 263 (Sub-No. 177), filed May 24,
19617. Applicant: GARRETT FREIGHT-
LINES, INC., 2055 Garrett Way, Poca-
tello, Idaho 83201. Applicani’s repre-
sentative: Maurice H. Greene, 334 First
Security Bank Building, Boise, Idaho
83702. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: Classes A
and B explosives, between Denver, and
Grand Junction, Colo., over U.S. High-
ways 40 and 6, serving no intermediate
points, and serving Grand Junction as a
point of joinder only. Note: If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Denver, Colo.

No. MC 730 (Sub-No. 280), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: PACIFIC INTER-
MOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO., 1417 Clay
Street, Oakland, Calif. 94604. Applicant’s
representative: Charles Frederick Zee-
buyth (same address as applicant). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
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routes, transporting: Acids, chemicuals,
and chemical solutions, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from points in Spokane County,
Wash., to points in Idaho, Montana, and
Oregon and ports of entry on the inter-
national boundary line between the
United States and Canada located in
the States of Washington, Idaho, and
Montana. Note: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Portland, Oreg., or Spokane, Wash,

No. MC 730 (Sub-No. 281>, flled May
31, 1967. Applicant: PACIFIC IINTER-
MOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO., a corpora=
tion, 1417 Clay Street, Oakland, Calif.
94604. Applicant’s representative: Alfred
G. Krebs (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as & common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except those requiring armored
vehicles or armed guards, classes A and
B explosives, household goods as deflned
by the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment),
serving the plantsite of the Ford Motor
Co., located at Van Dyke and Eighteen
Mile Road, Sterling Township, Mich,, ag
an off-route point in connection with
applicant’s authorized regular route
operations to and from Detroit, Mich,
Norte: If & hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Detroit,
Mich., or Toledo, Ohio.

No. MC 4405 (Sub-No. 451), filed May
24, 1967, Applicant{: DEALER TRANSIT,
INC., 13101 South Torrence Avenue, Chi«
cago, I1l. 60633. Applicant’s represenfa-
tive: James W. Wrape, 2111 Sterick
Building, Memphis, Tenn. 38103, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular

* routes, transporting: (1) Trailers and
trailer passenger automobdbiles, from
Troy, Ala., to points In the United States
(except Hawail), and (2) tractors in
secondary driveaway service only when
drawing trailers or trailer chassis (other
than those designed to be drawn by pas-
senger automobiles) moving in inftial
driveaway service, from Troy, Ala., to
points in Arizona, Nevada, Oregon, Ver-
mont, and Alaska, Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C., or Phila-
delphisa, Pa.

No. MC 4966 (Sub-No. 16), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: JONES TRANSFER
COMPANY, a corporation, 111 Jones
Avenue, Monroe, Mich. 48161. Appli-
cant’s representative: Rex Eames, 900
Guardian Building, Detroit, Mich. 48226.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, class A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commis~
sion, commodities in bulk and those
requiring special equipment, serving the
plantsite of Ford Motor Co.,, Van Dyke
and 18 Mile Road, Sterling Township,
Mich., as an off-route point in connce~
tion with carrier’s regular-route opera-
tions to and from Detroit, Mich. Noix:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Detrolt, Mich.

No. MC 5470 (Sub-No. 25), flled May
25, 1967. Applicant: ERSKINE & SONS,
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_Washington, D.C.

" May 29, 1967.

INC., Rural Delivery No. 5, Box 146,
Mercer, Pa. 16137. Applicant’s represent-

- ative: THEODORE POLYDOROFF,

1329 B Street, NW., Washington, D.C.
20004. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Scrap
steel, in bulk, in dump vehicles, between
Niagara Falls, N.Y., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Pennsyl-
vania, West Virginia, Ohio, Kentucky,
Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, New Jersey,
Maryland, Delaware, and Virginia. NoTE:
If.a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Washington,
D.C.

No. MC 8600 (Sub-No. 22), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: WERNER
TRANSPORTATION CO., a corpora-
tion, 2601 32d Avenue South, Minne-
apolis, Minn. 55406. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: James L. Nelson, W-1262
First National Bank Building, St. Paul,
Minn. 55101. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, fransport-
ing: Frozen foods, serving the plantsites
of Tony Downs Food Co., located at or
near St. James and Madelia, Minn., as
off-route points in connection with ap-
plicant’s regular route operations in the
States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, Illinois,
Indian, and Ohio. Note: If 2 hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it

beheld at Minneapolis,-Minn.
No. MC 10761 (Sub-No. 212), filed
May 26, 1967. Applicant: TRANS-

AMERICAN FREIGHT LINES, INC,
1700 North Waterman Avenue, Detroit,
Mich. 48209. Applicant’s representative:
A. Alvis Layne, Pennsylvania Building,
20004. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Prepared foodstuffs (ex-
cept commodities in bulk), from Dover,
Del., to points in Tlinois, Indiana, Kan-
sas, Kentucky, Ohio, Michigan, and Mis-
souri. Nore: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at New York, N.Y.

No. MC 10761 (Sub-No. 213), filed
Applicant: TRANS-
AMERICAN FREIGHT LINES, INC,,
1700 North Waterman Avenue, Detroit,
Mich. 48209. Applicant’s representative:
I. G. Naidow (same address as appli~-
cant) . Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, class A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and .those requir-
ing special equipment, serving the plant-
site of the Ford Motor Co. at Van Dyke
and 18 Mile Road, located at Sterling
Township, Mich., as an off route point

- in connection with the carrier’s pres-

ently authorized regular route operations
to and from Detroit, Mich. Nore: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Detroit, Mich.
No. MC 13250 (Sub-No. 90), filed May
25, 1967. Applicant: J. H. ROSE TRUCK
IINE, INC. 5003 Jensen Drive, Post
Office Box 16190, Houston, Tex. 77022.
Applicant’s representative: Thomas E.
James, The 904 Lavaca Building, Austin,

NOTICES

- Tex. 78701. Authority socught to operate

as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, trangporting:
Street sweepers and parts, from pointsin
Los Angeles County, Calif,, to points in
the United States (except Hawaill). Noie:
If & hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Los Anrgeles,
Calif., Washington, D.C., or Chicaro, Il.

No. MC 28599 (Sub-INo. 6), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: DEVINE & SON
TRUCKING CO., Post Office Box 217,
West Sacramento, Calif. 95691. Appli-
cant's representative: Frank Loushran,
100 Bush Street, San Francisco, Calif,
94104, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transportng: Wood
chips, in bulk, in truckload quantities,
from Paskenta, Tehama County, Colif,,
to the port of Sacramento, Calif. Nozc:
If a hearing is deemed neceszary, ap-
plicant requests it be held at Sacramento
or San Francisco, Calif.

No. DMIC 28956 (Sub-No. 12) (Correc-
tion), filed May 17, 1967, published in
Feperal REGISTER Issue of June 1, 1867,
corrected June 1, 1967, and republished
as corrected, this issue. Applicant: G. P.
RYALS, doing business as RYALS
TRUCK SERVICE, Post Office Box 634,
Albany, Oreg. Applicant’s reprecentative:
Lawrence V. Smart, Jr., 419 MNorthwest
234 Avenue, Portland, Oreg. 97210. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irresular
routes, transportng: Liquid Jertilizer
and fertilizer solufions, from points in
Clark County, Wash., and points in Ore-
gon. Nore: Applicant states no dupli-
cating authority is being sought. The
purpose of this republication is to add
“liquid” to the commodity dezcription
which was inadvertently omitted. If a
hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Portland, Orcg.

No. MC 29910 (Sub-No. 74), filed
May 26, 1967. Applcant: AREKANSAS-
BEST FREIGHT SYSTEXM, INC. 301
South 11th Street, Fort Smith, Ark.
72901, Applicant’s representatve:
Thomas Harper, Kelley Bullding, Post
Office Box 43, Fort Smith, Arl. 72801,
Authority soughs to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commod-
ities, except those of unusual value, and
classes A and B explosives, houschold
goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk and those requiring
special equipment, serving the plantsite
of Republic Powdered Metals, Inc., in
Brunswick Hills Township, Medina
County, Ohio, as an off-route point in
connection with carrier’s regular route
operations to and from Clevelangd, Ohfo.
Nore: If a hearing is decmed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Columbus, Ohio.

No. MC 299888 (Sub-No. 107), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicani: D C INTER-
WATIONAL, INC., East 45th at Jackson,
Denver, Colo. 80216. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: David Axelrod, 39 South ILa
Salle Street, Chicago, Il Authority
sought to operate as & common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routss,
transporting: General commoditites
except livestock, gacsoline, and other
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Hguids in bulk, cutomobiles, coal, sand
and gravel, and Portland czment,
between Deanver, Colo., and San Ber-
nardino, Calif., from Denver over Inter-
state Hichway 70 to junction Interstate
Hishway 15, at or near Cove Fort, Utah,
thence over Interstate Highway 15 fo
San Bernardino, and return over the
same route, as an alternate rounte for
operating convenience only. NoIz: Ap-
plicant states that portions of Inferstatz
Hichways 70 and 15 bztween Denver,
Colo.,, and San Bernardino, Cazlif. are
not completed, and authorify is bzing
sought to operate over U.S. Highway 6
between Dzanver, Colo., and Price, Utah,
U.S. Hirhway 89 and Utah Hizhways 10
and 4 bstween Price, Utah, and junction
Interstate Highways 70 and 15 at or near
Cove Fort, Utah, and over U.S. Highway
91 between junction Interstate Hizhways
70 and 15 at or mear Cove Fort, Utah,
and Ias Vezas, Nev. As portions of
Interstate Bighways 70 and 15, batween
Denver and San Bernardino, are com-
pleted, applicant would relinquish any
authority granted to operate over the
hishwoys listed above, and would opsrate
over the completzd portions of Interstate
Hirhways 0 and 15. I a hearing is
deemed neceszary, applicant requests it
be held at Denver, Colo.

No. 2MC 31600 (Sub-NNo. 617), filed
May 15, 1967. Applicant: P. B. MUTRIE
TMOTOR TRANSPORTATION, INC.,
Calvary Street, Waltham, Mass. 02154
Applicant’s rcpreszntative: Hamrry C.
Ames, Jr., 529 Transportation Building,
Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority
soucht to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irrezular routss,
transporting: Commodities, in bulk, in
tan!: or hopper type vehicles, batween
ports of entry on the Internafional
boundary line between the United States
and Conada at or near Trout River,
Alczandria Bay, Rogseveltown, Ozdans-
burg, and Champlain, N.Y.,, Highgate
Springs, Darby Line, and MNorton, Vi., and
Jackman, Van Buren, Houlton, Vance-
boro, and Calais, Maine, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Connecticut,
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, IJdasza-
chusztts, Wew Hompshire, New Jerssy,
ew York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, and Vermont, restricted to the
transportation of traffic orizinating at
or destined to points in the Province of
Quebze, Canodz. Worp: If a hearing is
deemed necezsary, applicant requests it
be held af Washington, D.C.

No. MC 33233 (Sub-No. 2), filed
Moy 29, 1967. Appleant: SCHCCK
TRANSEER CO., INC., 655 Indusirial
Boulevard, Kansas City, Kans. 65115.
Appleant’s rcprezentative: Lowell Ie
Knipmeyer, Power and Licht Buildingz,
Kansas City, IJo. 64105. Authority
courht to opzrate as a common carrier,
by motor vchicle, over irrezular routes,
transporting: General commadities, with
usual exceptions, between Kansas Cify,
Eans,, and Grain Valley, 2o, Norz: Ap-
plicant states that tacking will take place
between Kansas Cify, Eans., and points
in Eonsas within 10 miles thereof as
prezently authorized in MMC 33235, Appli-
cant holds confract carrier authority in
MC 126543, therefore dual operations
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may be involved. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held at
Keansas City, Kans, or Kansas City,
Mo.

No. MC 35906 (Sub-No. 2), filed
May 19, 1967, Applicant: JOHN M. LES-
TICIAN, doing business as JOHN LES-
TICIAN TRUCKING, 484 Bunting Ave-
nue, Trenton, N.J. 08611, Applicant’s rep~
resentative: Lawrence A. Eleuteri, Sr.,
The Ashurst Mansion, Mount Holly, N.J.
08060. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
jrregular routes, transporting: Coal, from
Trenton, N.J., and Yardley, Pa., to Fort
Dix, N.J. Note: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Trenton, Camden, or Newark, N.J.

No. MC 43442 (Sub-No. 18), filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: TRANSPORTA-
TION SERVICE, INC. 2021 South
Schaefer, Detroit, Mich. 48217. Appli-
cant’s representative: John Graham
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting: General commodities (ex-
cept those of unusual value, classes A and
B explosives, household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment),
serving the plantsite of the Ford Motor
Co., located at Van Dyke and 18 Mile
Road, Sterling Township, Mich., as an
off-route point in connection with appli-
cant's presently held authorized author-
ity to and from Detroit, Mich. NoTg: If &
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests 1t be held at Detroit or Lansing,
Mich.

No. MC 50544 (Sub-No. 59), filed May
25, 1967. Applicant: THE TEXAS AND
PACIFIC MOTOR TRANSPORT COM-
PANY, a corporation, 210 North 13th
Street, St. Louis, Mo. 63103. Applicant’s
representative: Robert S. Davis (same
address as above). Applicant presently
holds authority in MC 50544 to conduct
operations as a common carrier by motor
vehicle, transporting general commodi-
ties moving in express service on billing
of Raflway Express Agency, Inc., only,
over specified regular routes in Texas,
New Mexico, Louisiana, and Arkansas,
subject to certain restrictions, among
which is the following: “No shipments
shall be transported by said carrier be-
tween any of the following points, or
through, or to, or from, more than one of
said points: Alexandria (applicable only
in respect of shipments moving to or from
points east of Alexandria), New Orleans,
and Shreveport, La., Texarkana, Tex.-
Ark., Fort Worth-Dallas (considered as
one), Abilene, and El Paso, Tex.” By this
application, applicant desires to operate
between Dallas-Ft. Worth, Tex., on the
one hand, and, on the other, Odessa, Tex.,
over routes authorized in applicant’s cer-
tificate MC 50544, serving all presently
authorized intermediate points, this be-
ing solely an application to modify the
key point of Abilene, Tex., for the trans-
portation of REA express traffic only.
NoTe: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Dallas or
Houston, Tex.
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No. MC 50935 (Sub-No. 12), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: WOLVERINE
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation,
8205 Mount Elliott, Detroit, Mich. 48211.
Applicant’s representative: Miss Wilhel-
mins Boersma, 1600 First Federal
Building, Detroit, Mich. 48226. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Malt beverages, between
Detroit, Mich., and points in Maryland,
Tennessee, and that part of Indiana on
and south of U.S. Highway 30, and points
in West Virginia and Pennsylvania.
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Detroit
or Lansing, Mich.

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 56), filed
May 22, 1967. Applicant: SCHNEIDER
TRANSPORT & STORAGE, INC., 817
McDonald Street, Green Bay, Wis. 54308.
Applicant’s representative: Charles W.
Singer, 33 North La Salle Street, Chicago,
I1. 60602. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
jrregular routes, transporting: Paper
and paper products, (1) from Jolet,
Kankakee, and Wheeling, 1I1., to points
in Wisconsin and (2) from Chicago, Ill.,
to points in Indiana, Iowa, Michigan,
Minnesota, Missouri, and Wisconsin,
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
%xip]icant requests it be held at Chicago,

No. MC 52579 (Sub-No. 74), filed May
31, 1967. Applicant: GILBERT CAR-
RIER CORP., 441 Ninth Avenue, New
York, N.¥. 10001. Applicant’s representa-
tive; Irving Klein, 280 Broadway, New
York, N.Y. 10007. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Wearing apparel, and materials and
supplies used in the manufacture there-
of, between Garfield, N.J., on the one
hand, and, on the other, Oneonta and
Little Falls, N.¥. NoTe: Common control
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at New York, N.Y,, or Newark, N.J.

No. MC 52751 (Sub-No. 74), filed May
18, 1967. Applicant: ACE LINES, INC.,
Post Office Box 1351, 4143 East 43d
Street, Des Moines, Iowa 50305. Appli-
cant’s representative: James L. Nelson,
West 1262 First National Bank Building,
St. Paul, Minn. 55101. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, fransport-
ing: Clay, clay products, and jointing
materials for use on clay products, from
Lehigh, Towa, to points in Illinois, Iowa,
Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska,
North Dakota, South Dakota, and Wis-
consin and return shipments, on return.
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Des
Moines, Towa, or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 52869 (Sub-No. 87), filed May
22, 1967. Applicant: NORTHERN TANK
LINE, & corporation, 511 Pleasant
Street, Miles City, Mont. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Alan Foss, 502 First National
Bank Building, Fargo, N. Dak. §8102. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Fertilizer and fer-
tilizer ingredients, between points in
Montans and Wyoming. Note: If g hear-
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ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Billings, Mont,

No. MC 59124 (Sub-No. 15), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: MAIERS MOTOR
FREIGHT COMPANY, 875 East Huron
Avenue, Vassar, Mich. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Walter N. Bieneman, Suilte
1700, 1 Woodward Avenue, Detrolt, Mich.
48226, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Plastic
resing, from Addyston and Kenton,
Ohio, to Vassar, Mich. Notz: If a hearlng
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Lansing, Mich.

No. MC 59967 (Sub-No. 2), flled May
31, 1967. Applicant: LASHAM CARTAGE
COMPANY, & corporation, 2601 South
Archer Avenue, Chicago, Ill, 60608, Ap-
plicant’s representative: Bernard C. Pest-
coe, 412 City National Bank Bullding, 25
West Flagler Street, Miami, Fla. 33130.
Authority sought to operate as & common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties, except those of unusual value, com-
modities in bulk, commodities requiring
special equipment and those injurious or
contaminating to other lading, between
Palm Beach, Fla.,, and Miami, Fla., on
the one hand, and, on the other, points
in Palm Beach, Broward, and Dade
County, Fla., restricted to the transpor-
tation of traffic having a prior or sub-
sequent movement by water. No1e:
Common control may be involved. If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Miami, Fla.

No. MC 60251 (Sub-No. 7), filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: P. & D. TRANSPOR-
TATION, INC., Connell Highway, New-
port, R.JI. Applicant’s representative:
Robert J. Gallagher, 111 State Street,
Boston, Mass. 02109, Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Used household goods, between
points in Rhode Island and Norfolk,
Worcester, Bristol, Plymouth, Barn-
stable, Middlesex, and Dukes Counties,
Mass., restricted to shipments moving on
the through bill of lading of a forwarder
operating under the exemption of the
section 402(b) (2), and having an imme-
diate, prior or subsequent line haul
movement by rail, motor, water, or air.
Norte: Applicant states that the proposed
service is limited to providing a local
service for a forwarder of used househnld
goods, If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Provi-
dence, R.I., or Boston, Mass.

No. MC 61161 (Sub-No. 4), filed Moy
19, 1967. Applicant: GILES EXPRESS,
INC., Post Office Box 511, Bound Brook,
N.J. 08805. Applicant’s representative:
Paul J. Keeler, Post Office Box 253, South
Plainfield, N.J. 07080. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
ing: Plastic gloves, from Somerville and
Bound Brook, N.J., to Stamford, Conn.
Note: Applicant states it intends to tack
this proposed authority at Somerville
and Bound Brook, N.J., to presently held
authorized authority serving Newark,
N.J., New York, N.Y, points in Nassau
and Suffolk Counties, N.Y. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
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be held at Newark, N.J.,, or New York,
N.Y.

No. MC 61403 (Sub-No. 169), filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: THE MASON AND
DIXON TANK LINES, INC. Eastman
Road, Kingsport, Tenn. 37662. Appli-
cant’s representative: W. C. Mitchell, 140
Cedar Street, New York, N.Y. 10006. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Dry silica gel cata-

~lyst, in bulk, in tank or hopper type ve-

hicles, from the plantsite of the Mobil
Oil Corp., refinery located at or near
Paulsboro, N.J., to points in El Dorado,
Ark., Memphis, Tenn., and Purvis, Miss.
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Washing-
ton, D.C., or New York, N.Y.

No. MC 64994 (Sub-No. 92), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: HENNIS FREIGHT
LINES, INC., Post Office Box 612,
Winston-Salem, N.C. 27102. Applicant’s
representative: Frank C. Philips, Post
Office Box 612, Winston-Salem, N.C.
27102 and James B. Wilson, 1735 K
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Carbon jfurnace
electrodes, from Morganton, N.C., to
‘Waukesha, Wis. NoTte: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Washington, D.C., or Chicago,
1L

No. MC 69833 (Sub-No. 90), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: ASSOCIATED
TRUCK LINES, INC., 15 Andre Street
SE., Grand Rapids, Mich. Applicant’s
representative: Robert D. Schuler, Suite
1700, 1 Woodward Avenue, Detroit, Mich.
48226. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, classes A-and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring

- special equipment, serving the plantsite
of Ford Motor Co., Van Dyke and 18
Mile Road, Sterling Township, Macomb
County, Mich., as an off-route point in
connection with authorized service at
Detroit, Mich. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it

- be held at Lansing, Mich.

No. MC 90548 (Sub-No. 1), filed May
23, 1967. Applicant: HUSBAND INTER-
N2 lLTIONAL TRANSPORT (ONTARIO),
IIVMOITED, 10 Centre Street, London,
Ontario, Canada. Applicant’s represent-
ative: Robert D. Schuler, Suite 1700, 1
‘Woodward Avenue, Detroit, Mich. 48226.
.Authority sought to operate as & com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, classes A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment), serving the plant-
site of Ford Motor Co., located on Shel-
don Road, in Plymouth- Township,
‘Wayne County, Mich,, as an ofi-route
point in connection with applicant’s
presently held authorized authority be-
tween Detroit, Mich., and points within
8 miles thereof and the international
boundary line between the United States
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and Canada located at Detroit. Nore: I
a hearing is deemed necessary, appl-
cant requests it be held at Lansineg, Rich.

No. MC 986530 (Sub-No. 3), filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: JESS DANIEL
RAUSCH, doing business as RAUSCH
TRUCKING COMPANY, 124 Wilton
Avenue, Cherokee, Yowa 51012, Appli-
cant’s representative: Wallace W. Huff,
314 Security Bank Building, Sioux City,
Jowa 51101. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Liquid Jfertilizer in speclalized tank
vehicles, from Cherokee, Iowa, to points
in Nebraska, on and east of U.S. High-
way 281, those points in South Dakota,
east of the Missouri River, and those
points in Minnesota on and south of U.S.
Hichway 12. Nore: If a hearing is
decsmed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Sioux City or Cherokee, Iowa.

No. MC 98832 (Sub-No. 2), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: THE BAREOR
TRANSPORTATION €O, INC,
‘Waterfront Street, New Haven, Conn.
06509. Applicant’'s representative: Sid-
ney L. Goldstein, 109 Church Street, Mew
Haven, Conn. 06510. Authority cousht to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Structural iron or stcel rods, angles,
beams, plates, bars and jflats, and wire
coil or rods in coils or bundlcs, from New
Haven Harbor, New Haven, Conn., to
points in Massachusetts, restricted to
shipments having an immediate prior
movement by water. Noze: If @ hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Hartford, Conn., or New
York, N.Y.

No. MC 99427 (Sub-No. 7), filed IIay
26, 1967. Applicant: ARIZONA TANK
LINES, INC. Post Office Box 6430,
Phoenix, Ariz. 85005. Applicant's repre-
sentative: William J. Lippman, 1824 R
Street NW., Wachington, D.C. 20009, Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over frrezular
routes, transporting: Pelroleum and
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, between points in New Mexlco,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Arizona. Nots: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Phoeniz, Ariz.

No. MC 100666 (Sub-INo. 101), filed
May 25, 1967. Applicant: RIELTON
TRUCK LINES, INC., Box 7285, Shreve~
port, La. T1107. Applicant’s representa-
tive: Wilburn L. Willlamson, 450 Ameri-
can National Building, Oklahoma City,
Okla. 71102. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Flal:eboard and/or particleboard, when
made from wood chips, wood shavings,
sawdust or ground wood wilthk added
liquid resin binder, from the plantsite
or warchouse facilities of Intematlonal
Paper Co., at or near Glfiord, Ari., to
points in Alabama. Arkansas, Colarado.
Florida, Georgia, Olinols, Indlana. Iowa,
Kansas, Kentucky, Loulslana, Michizan,
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missour], Ne-
braska, New LIexico, North Carolinga,
Ohio, Oklzhoma, South Caroling, Ten-
nessee, Texas, and Wisconsin, Nore: If
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3 heariny is deemed necezzary, abplicant
requests it be held at Little Rock, Ark.

No. MC 100566 (Sub-INo. 102), filed
May 23, 1967. Applcant: MELTON
TRUCK LINES, INC., Post Office Box
17295, Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s
reprecentative: Wilburn L. Williamson,
450 American National Building, OXla-
homa City, Ol:la. 73102. Authority souzht
to onerate as a commeon carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irrezular routes, fransport-
inr: Asphealt or composition Iumber,
from Briar, Arkz, to points in Alabama,
Colorado, Georgia, linois, Indiana, Iowa,
Kansas, EKentuelly, Louisiana, DMissis-
sippl, Mizsourd, Nebraska, Wew Mexico,
Oklahoma, Tenneszee, and Texas. NoOTE:
X{ o hearing I3 deemed neceszary, appli-
caxl‘lf requects it be held at Little Rock,
Ar -

No. MC 103333 (Sub-Ilo. 293), filed
May 22, 1967. Applicant: MORGAN
DRIVE-ATAY, INC., 2200 West Lexing-
ton Avenue, Elkhort, Ind. 46514, Appli-
cant’s reprezentative: Robert C. Tessar
(same addrezs as appleant). Aunthorify
gought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transnorting: (1) Land and water cruis~
ers, mounted on wheeled undercarriages,
with hitchboll connector dzsizned to be
drawn by pascenger automobiles, from.
points in Pollz County, Iowa, to poinfs in
North Dakota, South Daliota, Monfana,
and Wyoming, €2) prefabricated build-
tngs, complete, Imaocked dowm, or in
cections, and equipment and materials
incldental to the erection and comple-
tion of such buildings when shipped
therewith, from points in Polk County,
Jowa, to points in the United States (ex~
cept Alaska and Hawali), and (3) vaca~
tion campors from points in Poweshick
County, Yowa, to points in the United
States (except Alaska and Hawaii).
Nozrz: If 2 hearing Is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held af Des
Moines, Towa.

No. 2MC 104004 (Sub-No. 168), filed
Moy 29, 1967. Applicant: ASSOCIATED
TRANSPORT, INC., 320 Madison Ave-
nue, New Yorxk, N.¥. 10017. Applicant’s
reprecentative: John P. Tynan, 66-12
Frezh Pond Road, New York (Ridgze-
wood), IN.Y. 11227. Authority sousht fo
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular roufss, fransport-
Ing: General commoditics, except thosz
of unusual value, classes A and B explo-
sives, houszhold goods as defined by the
Commission, commaedities in bulk, and
commeodities requiring spzcial equip-
ment, serving the plantsite, Ford Lictor
Co., Van Dyle and 18 Mile Road, Ster-
llnr' township, Mich., s an ofi-route point
in connect:lon with applicant’s authority
to serve Detroit, Mich. Noxz: If 2 hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Detroit, Mich., or Washing-
ton,D.C.

No. 2AC 107002 (Sub-INo.
Moy 22, 1967. Applicant: -
MILLER TRANSPORTERS, INC., Post
Office Box 1123, Hichway 80 West, Jack-
con, Miss. 39205. Applicant’s representa-
tive: John J. Borth, Post Officz Box 1123,
Jackson, Miss. 39205. Authority soucht to
operate as o common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, fransport-

336), filed
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ing: Chemicals, in bulk, from Pasca-
goula, Miss., and points within 10 miles
thereof, to points in the United States
(except Alaska and Hawaii). NotE: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Jackson, Miss., or
New Orleans, La.

No. MC 107012 (Sub-No. 70), filed May
17,1967. Applicant: NORTH AMERICAN
VAN LINES, INC., Post Office Box 988,
Fort Wayne, Ind. 46801. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Martin A. Weissert (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Vending machines, uncrated, be-
tween Compton, Calif., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Washington,
Oregon, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming,
California, Nevada, Utah, Colorado,
Arizona, and New Mexico. Nore: Com-~
mon control may be involved. If a hear-
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re-
quests it be held at Los Angeles, Calif., or
‘Washington, D.C.

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 566), filed
May 26, 1967. Applicant: RUAN TRANS-
PORT CORPORATION, Post Office Box
8556, Des Moines, Iowa 50304. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Anhydrous am-
monia, in bulk, from Welecome, Minn.,
and 5 miles thereof, to points in Iowa,
South Dakota, North Dakota, and Wis-
consin. NoTte: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Chicago, IlL, or Gary, Ind.

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 567), filed
May 26, 1967. Applicant: RUAN TRANS-
PORT CORPORATION, Post Office Box
855, Des Moines, Towa 50304. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Anhydrous ammonia,
from Central Farmers Fertilizer Co.,
ammonia terminal at Pine Bend, Minn.,
to points in North Dakota, South Dakota,
Nebraska, Towa, Illinois, and Wisconsin.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Chicago,
11, or Gary, Ind.

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 575), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: REFRIGER-
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC. Post
Office Box 10799, Station A, Atlanta, Ga.
30310. Applicant’s representative: B. L.
Gundlach (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Foodstuffs, in
vehicles equipped with mechanical re-
frigeration, from Charlotte, N.C., to
points in Alabama, Georgia, Florida,
Tennessee, and Virginia. Nore: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Charlotte, N.C,, or
Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 108298 (Sub-No. 30), filed
May 25, 1967, Applicant: ELLIS TRUCK-
ING CO., INC, 1600 Oliver Avenue,
Indianapolis, Ind. 46221. Applicant’s
representative: Kirkwood Yockey, Suite
501, Union Federal Building, 45 North
Pennsylvania Street, Indianapolis, Ind.
46204. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
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commodities (except those of unusual
value, and except livestock, dangerous
explosives, commodities in bulk, com-
modities requiring special equipment,
and those injurious or contaminating to
other lading), serving the plantsite of
Ford Motor Co. at Van Dyke and Eight-
een Mile Road, located at Sterling
Township, Wayne County, Mich., as an
off-route point in connection with ap-
plicant’s authorized regular route opera-
tions to and from Detroit, Mich. NoTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Detroit, Mich.,
Indianapolis, Ind., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. 20), filed May
22, 1967. Applicant: A. J. METLER
HAULING AND RIGGING, INC. 117
Chicamauga Avenue NE. Xnoxville,
Tenn. 37917. Applicant’s representative:
Robert M. Pearce, Central Building,
Bowling Green, Ky. and 1033 State Street
42101, Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: General
commoditites, between Knoxville, Tenn.,
and points within 75 miles thereof. Re-
stricted to traffic having an immediate
prior or subsequent movement by rail.
NozEe: If g hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Knoxville
or Nashville, Tenn.

No. MC 109637 (Sub-No. 320), filed
May 22, 1967. Applicant: SOUTHERN
TANK LINES INC., 4107 Bells Lane,
Louisville, Ky. 40211, Applicant’s repre-
sentative: G. R. Thim (same address as
applicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Plastic granules and resin powders, in
bulk, in pneumatic tank vehicles, from
Avon Lake, Ohio, to Bardstown, Ky.
Nore: Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Louisville, Ky.,
or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 833), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: CHEMICAL
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., 520 East
Lancaster Avenue, Downingtown, Pa.
19335. Applicant’s representatives: Leon-
ard A, Jaskiewicz, 155 15th Street NW.,
Madison Building, Washington, D.C.
20005, also: Edwin H. Van Deusen (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Vinegar, in bulk, in fank vehicles,
from Schoharie, N.Y., to Fair Lawn, N.J.
Noze: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 113168 (Sub-No. 10), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: PARK TRUCKING
AND SUPPLY, INC., 2025 Railroad Ave-
nue, Glenview, Ill. Applicant’s represent-
ative: James F. Flanagan, 111 West
Washington Street, Chicago, Ill. 60602.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Cement, in bulk, in
tank vehicles and in bags, from Wauke-
gan, 111, to points in Indiana and Wis-
consin. Note: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Chicago, II1.

No. MC 113622 (Sub-No. 10), filed May
29, 1967, Applicant: SAMPSON HAUL-~
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ING CORP., Pavilion, N.Y. Applicant’s
representative: Ronald W. Malin, Bank
of Jamestown Building, Jamestown, N.Y.
14701. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Slag, from
Erie, Pa., to points in Chautauqua Coun-
ty, N.Y. Nore: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Buffalo, N.Y., or Erie, Pa.

No. MC 113651 (Sub-No, 118), filed
May 15, 1967. Applicant: INDIANA
REFRIGERATOR LINES, INC., 2404
North Broadway, Muncle, Ind. 47303.
Authority sought to operate as a cont-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Foodstuffs,
other than frozen, (1) from points In
Sussex County, Del., and Frederica, Del,,
to points in Indiana, Ilinois, Wisconsin,
Minnesota, JIowa, Kansas, Nebrasks,
Missourl, Arkansas, Kentucky, Tennes-
see, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, Okla-
homa, and points in Colorado east of the
Continental Divide, and (2) from Poco-
moke City, Md., to Chicago, Ill., and
points in Indiana on and north of U.S.
Highway 30. NoTE: If & hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Washington, D.C., Philadelphia, Pa.,
or Baltimore, Md.

No. MC 113651 (Sub-No. 119, filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: INDIANA RE-
FRIGERATOR LINES, INC., 2404 North
Broadway, Muncie, Ind. 47303. Appli-
cant’s representative: Henry A. Dillon
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as & common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irreguilar routes,
transporting: Meats, meat oproducts,
meat byproducts and articles distributed
by meat packinghouses, as described in
sections A and C of appendix I to the
report in Descriptions in Motor Carricr
Certificates, 61, M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex-
cept hides and commodities in bulk),
from the plantsite of Oscar Mayer & Co.,
Inc., Beardstown, Ill,, to points in Con-
necticut, Delaware, Indiana, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohlo,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District
of Columbis, restricted to transportation
of traffic originating at the desceribed
plantsite and destined to points in the
States named above. Nore: Common
control may be involved. If & hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Chicago, Ill., or Washing-
ton, D.C.

No.MC 115841 (Sub-No, 303) (Amend-
ment), filed February 27, 1967, published
FEDERAL REGISTER Issue of March 16, 1067,
amended May 24, 1967, and republished
as amended this issue. Applicant: CO-
LONIAL REFRIGERATED TRANS-
PORTATION, INC. 12156 Bankhead
Highway West, Post Office Box 2169,
Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: C. E. Wesley (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transportine:
Foodstuffs (except in bulk or tank ve-
hicles) frozen or unfrozen, (1) from
points in New York on and west of U.S,
Highway 87; North East and Erle, Pa.,
to points in Virginia, and North Caroling,
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(2) from points in New York on and necessary, applicant requestsit beheld at
west of U.S. Highway 11, to Westfield, Tulsa, Okla., or Dallas, Tex,

N.Y., and North East and Erie, Pa., and

(3) from Brockport, Morton, Fredonia,
Alton, Oakfield, I Roy, Bergen, Mount
Morris, South Dayton, and Rochester,
N.¥Y., to points in Virginia and North
Carolina. Nore: Applicant states it in-
tends to tack this proposed authority in
(2) above with other presently held au-
thorized authority serving points in
Georgia, South Carolina, Florida, Ala-
bama, Mississippi, Tennessee, and Ken-
tucky. The purpose of this republication
is to broaden the destination point in
(1) above. If a hearing is deemed neces-

No. MC 118288 (Sub-No. 22), filed Moy
23, 1967, Applcant: STEPHEN F.
FROST, Post Office Box 28, Billinns,
MMont. 59103. Authority sought to operate
as a common carricr, by motor vehicle,
over lrregular routes, transportinsg:
Hides, from points In Washington, Ore-
gon, Idaho, Utah, JMontana, and Wyo-
ming to points in Ilinols, Wicconsin,
Michigan, and Indiana with stop-in-
transit privilezes at Billings, Miont. Notn:
If 3 hearing Is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Blilings, Mont.

No. MC 119066 (Sub-No. 2), filed May

sary, applicant requests it be held at 17, 1967. Applicant: CORNIE DE JONG,
‘Washington, D.C., or New York, N.Y. Sanborn, Iowa. Applicant’s reprezenta-

No. MC 116077 (Sub-No. 213), filed tive: Einar Viren, 904 City National Bank
May 19, 1967. Applicant: ROBERTSON Building, Omaha, Nebr. 63102, Authority
TANK LINES, INC,, 5700 Polk Avenue, sought to operate as a contract carricr,
Post Office Box 1505, Houston, Tex.77001. by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
Applicant’s representative: Thomas E. transporting: Agricultural machincry,
James, The 904 Lavaca Building, Austin, implements, parts, and accessories there-
Tex. 78701. Authority sought to operate for between Hull, Yowa, on the one hand,
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, and, on the other, points in Yowa, Ne-
over irregular routes, fransporting: 4n- braska, South Dakota, North Dakota,
hydrous hydrogen chloride, from the Montana, DMinnesota, Kansas, Missourd,
plantsite of Dow Chemical Co. at or near Colorado, Illinofs, Indiana, Ohfo, 21fchi-
Plaquemine, Tberville Parish, La,, to the gan, Kentucky, and Wisconsin; and (2)
plantsite of Thiokol Chemical Co. at iron and sfeel, black and galvanized in
Moss Point, Miss. NoTe: Applicant states bars, tubes and shects and supplics and
that no duplicating authority is being equipment purchased by Koyker Manu-
sought. If a hearing is deemed necessary, Iacturing Co., from the above-named des-
applicant does not specify a location. tination states to the plantsite of Koyler

No. MC 116077 (Sub-No. 214), fileq DManufacturing Co. at Hull, Towa, and

7 May 19, 1967. Applicant: ROBERTSON Plantsite of Sioux Steel Co. at Sfouxn

TANK LINES, INC,, 5700 Polk Avenue, r2Us, S. Dak. Note: If a hearing is
Post Office Box 1505, Houston, Tex. 77001, deemed necessary, applicant requests it
Applicant’s representative: Thomas E. té?;elﬁ at Sloux Falls, S. Dak,, or Sloux
James, The 904 Lavaca Building, Austin, » LOWaR.

Tex. 718701. Authority sought to operate No. MC 119657 (Sub-No. 3) (Amend-
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, ment), filed April 6, 1967, published Fro-

i . ERAL REGISTER issue of April 20, 18967,
S e e 5. Dol amended May 25, 1967 and republished
from points in Jefferson County, Ga., to 85 amended this issue. Applicant:
points in Mississippi, Toulsiana, Ar. GEORGE TRANSIT LINE, INC., 4610
kansas, and Texas. NoTe: If & hearing is Hubbell Avenue, Des INMoines, Iowa.
deemed necessary, applicant does not Zpplicant’s representative: Richard A.
specify a location. Miller, 212 Equitable Bullding, Dazs

No. MC 116254 (Sub-No. 73), filed May
22, 1967. Applicant: CHEM-HAULERS,
INC., Post Office Drawer M, Shefiield,
Ala. 35660. Applicant’s representative:

Walter Harwood, 515 Nashville Bank and -~

Trust Building, Nashville, "Tenn. 37201.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Resin solvents, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Decatur, Ala.,
to Taft, La.Nore: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held at
Birmingham or Montgomery, Ala.

No. MC 118159 (Sub-No. 36), filed May

Dloines, Yowa. Authority coucht to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Diammontum phosphate in bulk, (1)
from the plantsites and warehouses of
the New Jersey Zinc Co., located ot or
near Des Moines, Yowa, to points in Ili-
nois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michisan,
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North
Dakota, Ohilo, South Dakotz, and Wis-
consin, and (2) from the plantsites and
warehouses of the New Jercey Zinc Co.
located at or nmear Coliax, Dupue, and
Riverdale, 1ll., to points in Ilincls, Indi-
ana, Jowa, Xansas, Michigan, Minnecota,

29, 1967. Applicant: EVERETT LOWR- Missourd, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohlo,
ANCE, 4916 Jefferson Highway, Post gguth Dakota, and Wisconsin. Norz: The
Office Box 10216, New Orleans, La. 70121. pyrpose of this republication 15 to re-
Applicant’s representative: Harold R. geseribe the origin points, If o hearing is
Ainsworth, 2307 American Bank Build- geemeq necessary, applicant requests it
ing, New Orleans, La. 70130. Authority pg held at Chicago, IIL, or Des Molnes,
sought to operate as a common carrier, Iowa.
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, p AI;I:. dgm & 119f1912;41 I\(Iiubl;N% 1155';
nsporting: Pies, and bak ds, enament), IC s »
er‘;;h frozen and ﬁfr:zen frone:ry inte 1, Dublished in the Fepenas Recrsren issue
zen, from points In - “o¢"arr o 93, 1967, nmended May 25
Tulsa County, Okla, to points in the 1967 ang republished as amended, this
United States (except Alaska and Ha- {ssue, Applicant:” ECOFF TRUCKING,
wail). Nore: If a hearing is deemed INC., 625 East Broadway, Fortville, Ind.
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46204, Applicant’s represzntative: Rob-
ert C. Smith, 620 Ilinois Buildingz, In-
dionapolls, Ind. 46204. Aunthority ssushé
to operate as o common carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irresular routes,
transporting: Diemmonium phosphate,
in bulkk vehicles, (1) from Depue, X1, to
points in Nlinois, Towa, Wisconsin, Mis-
courl, Ninncsota, Nebraska, Kansas,
South Dakgta, North Dakota, Indiana,
and Ohlo, (2) from Riverdale and Col-
{ax, 1., to points in Indiana, Xichizan,
Ohlo, and Wisconsin, and (3) from Das
Moines, Iowa, to points in Ilinois, Kan-
sas, DMMinnesota, XMissouri, Ilebraska,
North Dakeota, South Dakota, and Wis-
consin. Ioze: The purposs of this repub-~
lication is to broaden the scope of the
application. If a hearing is deemed nzc-
eszary, applcant requests it bz held at
Chicago, 1L

o. MC. 123061 (Sub-Ilo. 41), filed
May 22, 1967, Applicant: LEATHAM
BROTHERS, INC., 46 Orange Strezt,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84104. Applicant’s
represzntative: Harry D. Pugsley, 630
El Paso Gas Building, Szlt ILake City,
Utah 84111, Authorify souzht to oparate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over Irrecular routes, transporting: Fisk
feed, antmal feed, and vouliry feed and
tngredients, batween the States of Utzh
and Ydaho. Norr: Applicant states that
no duplicating authority is bzing sousht.
If o hearing is deemed necassary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Salt Lake
City, Utah.

INo. MC 123957 (Sub-No. 53) (Amend-~
ment), filed April 26, 1967, published in
FPeocrar REGISTER issue of May 18, 1857,
amended May 31, 1967, and republished
as amended, this issue. Applicant: M &
M TANK LINES, INC., Post Office Box
4174, North Statlon, Winston-Salem,
N.C. Applicant’s represenfatives: Frank
C. Philips, Post Office Box 612, Winston-
Salem, N.C., and James E. Wilson, 1735
K Street INW., Washinston, D.C. An-
thority sousht to opzrate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Olivine, in bull, in
tank or hopper vehicles, from points in
Jackson, Mitchell, and Yancey Countizs,
N.C, to points In Alabama, Georgia,
Pennsylvania, and Tennessze (excepb
Elizabethton and Kingsport, Tenn.).
Norz: Common confrol may bz involved.
The purpoze of this republication is to
broaden the oricin point. If 2 hearing is
decmed necessary, applicant requests it
bz held at Washinston, D.C.

Io. 2AC 123393 (Sub-No. 186), filed
May 22, 1967. Applcant: BILYED
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORT COR-
PORATION, 2105 East Dale Street,
Springfield, IMo. 65803. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Harley E. Lauchlin, Post
Office Box 948, Commercial Station,
Springfield, 2Jo. €5803. Aufhority soucht
to oparate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irrezular routes, frans-
porting: (1) Blood plasma, bhuman,
frozen, from Philadelphia, Pa., and
Phoenix and Florence, Ariz., to points
In San Francisco and Alameda Counties,
Callf. (2) aerticles made of wood, end/or
plastic, and wood veneer, from Milford,
Del, to points in Arizona, Arkansas,
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California, Colorado, Idaho, Ilinois,
Indiana, Towa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michi-
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana,
Nebraska, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota,
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Washington,
Wisconsin, and Wyoming, and (3)
agricultural commodities the trans-
portation of which is partially exempt
under the provisions of section 203(b)
(6) of the Interstate Commerce Act if
transported in vehicles not used in carry-
ing any other property, when moving in
the same vehicle at the same time with
the commodities in (1) and (2) above,
from Philadelphia, Pa., Phoenix and
Florence, Ariz., and points in Delaware,
to points in Arizona, Arkansas, Cali-
fornia, Colorado, Idaho, Hlinois, Indiana,
Towa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, Min-
nesota Missouri, Montana, Nebraska,
Nevada, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota,
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Washington,
Wisconsin, and Wyoming. Note: If a
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 124181 (Sub-No. 8), filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: JOSEPH GENOVA,
Clayton Road, Williamstown, N.J. Appli-
cant’s representative: George A. Olsen,
69 Tonnele Avenue, Jersey City, N.J.
07306. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Con-
tainers, ends, caps, and covers, from
Fruitland, Md., to points in Salem, Cum-
berland, Burlington, Gloucester, Atlantic,
Camden, and Cape May Counties, N.J.,
under contracts with Violet Packing Co.,
National Fruit Co., and Crown Cork &
Seal Co., Inc. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Philadelphia, Pa., or Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 124238 (Sub-No. 5), filed May
25, 1967. Applicant: CEMENT TRANS-~
PORTS, INC., 3300 Republic National
Bank Building, Dallas, Tex. 75201. Appli-
cant’s representative: William D, White,
Jr., 2505 Republic National Bank Tower,
Dallas, Tex. 75201. Authority sought to
operate as & common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Gypsum, gypsum products, and
when moving in the same vehicle at the
same time as gypsum products, materials
used in connection with the installation
of gypsum products, from the plantsite
of the Flintkote Co. at or near Sweet-
water, Tex., to points in Tennessee.
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Dallas
or Houston, Tex.

No. MC 124692 (Sub-No. 38), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: SAMMONS
TRUCKING, a corporation, Post Office
Box 933, Missoula, Mont. 59801. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Charles E.
Nieman, 1160 Northwestern Bank Build-
ing, Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Precut buildings (not pre-
fabricated), component parts thereof,
and materials and supplies used in the
installation, consiruction or erection
thereof, from Minneapolis, Minn,, to
points in North Dakota, South Dakota,
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Nebraska, Montana, Wyoming, Colorado,
Utah, Idaho, Oregon, and Washington.
Notr: If 8 hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Minneap-
olis or St. Paul, Minn.

No. MC 125708 (Sub-No. 73) (Correc~
tion), filed April 20, 1967, published in
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of May 11, 1967,
corrected May 22, 1967, and republished
as corrected, this issue. Applicant:
HUGH MAJOR, 150 Sinclair Avenue,
South Roxana, IIl. 62087. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Building, paving, and roof-
ing materials, from points in Illinois and
the St. Louis, Mo., commercial zone, to
points in Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana,
Jowa, Kansas, Xentucky, Michigan,
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Ne-
braska, North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma,
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, and Wisconsin.
Note: The purpose of this republication
is to show that Carl Steiner, 39 South La
Salle Street, Chicago, Ill., is not appli-
cant’s representative in this particular
case. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Spring-
field, Il., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 125777 (Sub-No. 113) (Cor-
rection), filed May 17, 1967, published
in FEDERAL REGISTER issue of June 1, 1967,
and republished as corrected, this issue.
Applicant: JACK GRAY TRANSPORT,
INC., 3200 Gibson Transfer Road, Ham-
mond, Ind. 46323. Applicant’s represent-
ative: Carl L. Steiner, 39 South La Salle
Street, Chicago, I1l. 60603. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Sand and sand with addi-
tives, in bulk, in dump vehicles, (1) from
Troy Grove, Ill., to points in the United
States (except Alaska, Hawali, Indiana,
Wisconsin, Towa, Nebraska, Kansas,
Oklahoma, Mississippi, Tennessee, Penn-~
sylvania, New York, Massachusetts, and
New Jersey), (2) from Bridgman, Mich.,,
to points in the United States (except
Alaska, Hawali, Indiana, Illinois, Wis-
consin, Jowa, Nebraska, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, and Oklahoma), and (3) from
points in the United States (except
Alaska, Hawaili, Indiana, and Illinois)
to Troy Grove, 111, and Bridgman, Mich.

Nore: The purpose of this republica-
tion is to include the States of Kansas,
Oklahoma, Mississippi, Tennessee, Penn-
sylvania, and New York, which were er-
roneously omitted from the exceptions
in (1) above. If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, applicant requests it be held at
Chicago, 11.

No. MC 125996 (Sub-No. 9), filed May
24, 1967. Applicant: JENSEN TRUCK-
ING COMPANY, 220 16th Street,
Gothenburg, Nebr. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: Charles J. Kimball, 605 South
14th Street, Box 2028, Lincoln, Nebr.
68501, Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Animal,
bird, fish, and poultry feed and animal,
bird, fish and pouliry feed ingredients,
(1) from points in Nebraska to points in
Colorado and (2) from points in Colo-
rado and Utah to points in Nebraska.
Nore: If & hearing is deemed necessary,

applicant requests it be held at Lincoln
or Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 126822 (Sub-No. 13), filed May
22, 1967. Applicant: PASSAIC GRAIN
AND WHOLESALE COMPANY, INC.,
Post Office Box 23, Passaic, Mo, Appli~
cant’s representative: Carll V. Kret-
singer, 450 Professional Bullding, 1103
Grand Avenue, Kansas Clty, Mo. 64106,
Authority sought to operate as & common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Animal hides and
pelts, between the plantsites of Cox Bros.
& Co., and/or Missourl Beef Packers, Inc,,
located at or near Friona and Hereford,
Tex., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawail). Nore: If a hearing
is deemed necessary, applicant requests
it be held at Kansas City, Mo., or Dallay,
Tex.

No. MC 126884 (Sub-No. 2), filed May
26, 1967. Applicant: FROST TRUCKING
CO., INC., 677 Washington Street, New
York, N.¥Y. Applican{’s representative:
George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Avenue,
Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Authority sought
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Books, equipment, materials and
supplies used in the composition, print-
ing and binding of books, except com-
modities in bulk in dump or tank vehicles,
between points in New York, New Jersey,
Connecticut, Brattleboro, Vt., and Phila-
delphia, Pa. NotE: If a hearing Is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at New York, N.Y., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 127042 (Sub-No. 18), filed May
23, 1967. Applicant: HAGEN, INC., 4120
Floyd Avenue, Sloux City, Iowa. Appli-
cant’s representative: J. Max Harding,
Third Floor NSEA Building, Post Office
Box 2028, 14th and J Streets, Lincoln,
Nebr. 68501. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motfor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Meats, meat products and meat byprod-
ucts, and articles distributed by meat
packinghouses, as described in sections
A and C of appendix I to the report in
Descriplions in Motor Carrier Certifi-
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides
and commodities in bulk, in tank vehi«
cles), from the plantsite and storage
facilities utilized by Wilson & Co., Ing,,
at or near Cherokee, Iowsa, to points in
Minnesota, restricted to trafic originat-
ing at plantsite and/or storage facil-
ities used by Wilson & Co., Inc., at Chero-
kee, Iowa. Note: Applicant holds con-
tract carrier authority under MC 115915,
therefore dual operations may be In-
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Minneap-
olis, Minn., or Stoux City, Iowsa.

No. MC 127834 (Sub-No. 12), filed
May 26, 1967. Applicant: CHEROKER
HAULING & RIGGING, INC. 540-42
Merritt Avenue, Nashville, Tenn. 37203.
Applicant’s representative: Robert M,
Pearce, Central Building, 1033 State
Street, Bowling Green, Ky. 42101. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Aluminum, in colls,
sheets and plate, from Nashville, Tenn.,
to points in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida,
Georgia, Illinois, Kentucky, Louisians,
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Maryland, Mississippi, Missouri, North
Carolina, Pennsylvania, South Carolina,
Texas, Virginia, and West Virginia.
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Nashville,
Tenn., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 128044 (Sub-No. 2), filed
May 29, 1967. Applicant: H.J. TENSEN,
doing business as PAR TROY TRANS-
PORTATION, 140 Littleton Road, Par-
sippany Troy Hills, N.J. 07054. Appli-
cant’s representative: Charles J. Wil-
liams, 47 Lincoln Park, Newark, N.J.
07102. Authority sought to operate as a
coniract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Aquar-
iums, uncrated, and aquarium parts,
accessories, and supplies, from Pine
Brook, N.J., to points in Arkansas, Illi-
nois, Indiana, Jowa, Kansas, Michigan,
Missouri, Nebraska, Minnesota, Okla-
homa, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wis-
consin, under contract with Bader In-
dustries, Inc., of Pine Brook, N.J. NoTE:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Newark, N.J.
or New York, N.Y.

No. MC 128552 (Sub-No. 1), filed
June 5, 1967, Applicant: SPACE, INC.,
Industry Road, Cidco Park, Box 982,
Cocoa, Fla. 32923, Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Telephone equipment, material, and
supplies having & prior or subsequent
movement in interstate commerce, (a)
from Cocoa, Fla., o points in Brevard
County, ¥la.,, and (b) from points in
Brevard County, Fla.,, to Cocoa, Fla.
Nore: If g hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Orlando,
Jacksonville, Miami, or Tampa, Fla.

No. MC 128875 (Sub-No. 1), filed May
25, 1967. Applicant: GERMA ENTER-
PRISES, INC., doing business as AR~
ROW WAREHOUSE & TRANSFER,
Eloise Street, Post Office Box 8942, South
Yiake Tahoe (formerly Tahoe Valley),
Calif, Applicant’s representative: Rich-
ard R. Hanna, Plaza Building, Post Office
Box 648, Carson City, Nev. Authority
sought to operafe as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
fransporting: New and used furniture
and househeld furnishings, uncrated, be-
tween Sacramenfo, Stockion, Vallejo,
Oakland, Emeryville, San Francisco, San
Carlos, and Campbell, Calif., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Doug-
las, Churchill, Ormsby,” and Washoe

* Counties, Nev. Norte: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Carson City, Nev.

No. MC 129106, filed May 15, 1967.
Applicant: JOSEPH T. DIGGS, 209 In-
dependence Street, Cumberland, Md.
21502. Authority sought to operate as a

- coniract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular roufes, transporting: New and
used furniture and general merchandise
as sold by L. Bernstein Furniture Co.,
Ine., between Cumberland, Md., on the

. one hand, and, on the other, points in
Maryland, West Virginia, District of Co-
lumbia, Virginia, and Pennsylvania.
Norte: If 2 hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Cumber-
land or Baltimore, Md.
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No. MC 129116, filed Miay 22, 1967.
Applicant: WESTERNER'S INC.,, 585
West 33d South, Salt Lake City, Utah.
Applicant’s representative: E. Keith Ho-
wick, 1025 East 2100 South, Room 105,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84106. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Vehicles and house
trailers, accidentally wrecked, disabled,
stolen, or repossessed, on a wrecker or
specially built vehicle, between Salt Lake
City, Utah, and points in the Countles of
Elko, Eureka, Lander, and YWhite Pine,
Nev.; Uinta, Sweetwater, and Lincoln,
Wyo.; and Bannock, Bonneville, Frank-
lin, Bear Lake, Caribou, Bingham, Power,
Oneida, Cassia, Jerome, and Minidoka,
Idaho. Nore: If a hearing is deemed
necessary, applicant requests it be held
at Salt Lake City, Utah.

No. MC 129122, filed May 19, 1967. Ap-
plicant: DUMMETT TRANSPORT
SERVICE, INC., Sheldon, Iowa 51201.
Applicant’s representative: Willlam A,
Landau, 1307 East Walnut Street, Des
Mofines, Towa 50306. Authority cought to
operate as & common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Chemicals and jertilizer, {rom Fort
Neal Industrial Complex, Blg Soo Ter-
minal, and the plantsite and storase fa-
cilities utilized by Terra International,
Inc,, located in Woodbury County, Iowa,
to points In Colorado, Ilinols, Iowa,
Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, Minnesota,
North Dakota, Oklahomag, South Dakota,
Wisconsin, and Wyoming. Norg: X o
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Sioux City, Iowa.

No. MC 129124 (Sub-No. 1), filed May
22, 1967, Applicant: SAMUEL J. LANS-
BERRY, Woodland, Pa. 16881. Appll-
cant’s representative: Robert A. Mills,
100 Pine Street, Post Office Box 432, Har-
risburg, Pa. 17108. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Clay, in bulk, in dump vehicles,
from points in Bradford Township,
Clearfield County, Pa., to points in Mary-
land and the District of Columbia. NorEg:
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli-
cant requests it be held at Washington,
D.C., or Harrisburg, Pa.

No. MC 129125, filed May 19, 1967. Ap-
plicant: L. C. CONLEY, 930 Coldwater
Street, Chili, N.Y, 14624. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Merwin Morehouse, 932-29
Times Square Building, Rochester, N.¥.
14614. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
frregular routes, transporting: Elec-
tronic parts and allied equipment and
other incidental corporate equipment to
be delivered to Xerox Corp., Webster,
N.Y., with operations to be performed
between points in Monroe County, N.Y.,
only. Nore: If o hearing is deemed neces-
sary, applicant requests it be held at
Rochester or Buffalo, N.¥,

No. MC 129126, filed May 19, 1967. Ap-
plicant: WILBERT PETTY, doing busl-
ness as MOUND TRUCKING, 24553
Mound Road, Warren, Mich. 48051. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Wesley J. Rob-
erts, 26640 Van Dyke Avenue, Center
Line, Mich. 48015. Authority sought to
operate as & contract carrier, by motor
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vehicle, over Irrezular roufes, transport-
Ing: Foundry core oils, sand set resins,
from Detroit, Mich., to Elmira, Sencca
Falls, Utica, Watertown, Syracuse, and
Buffalo, N.¥.; Phillipsburg, N.J.; Dayion,
Hamilton, Cincinnati, Wadsworth, and
Alkron, Ohio; Indianapolis and Anderson,
Ind.; Granite City, Rockford, and Ke-
wanee, Ill.; Milwaukee and Menasha,
Wis.; Minneapolis, Minn.; and points in
Pennsylvania, Yowa, Missouri, Virginia,
and West Virginia, under contract with
Aristo International, Inc. Nore: X a
hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Detroit, Mich., or
Chicago, 1l.

No. MC 125127, filed May 22, 1967. Ap-
plicant: DOROTHY D. BOYLAN, doing
business as BOYLAN MOTOR LINE, 501
Harrison Avenue, Harrison, N.J. Appli-
cant’s representative: Bert Collins, 140
Cedar Street, New York, N.Y. 10006. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Chemicals, in
containers, from Newark, Cataref, and
Linden, IN.J., and Long Island City, N.Y.,
to points in Naszau, Suffollk, Westchester,
Orange, and Rockland Counties, N.Y.,
and New York, N.Y., and (2) refurned
and damaged shipments on return, under
contract with Chemical Solvents Co., and
Union Carbide Co. Noze: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at New York, N.¥.

No. 21C 129128, filed May 29, 1967. Ap-
plicant: FRANK TURNER, Post Office
Box 218, Gilmer, Tex. 75644. Applicant’s
representative: Austin L. Hatchell, 1102
Perry Brooks Bullding, Austin, Tex.
178701. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by mofor vehicle, over
frregular routes, transporting: Rigid
electrical conduit arnd nonmetallic con-
duit, together with fittings and atfach-
ments therefor, from Gilmer, Tex., to
points in the United States, except Alaska
and Hawall, under contract with Robroy
Industries, Inc. Nore: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 129130, filed May 29, 1967.
Applicant: C. E. DURES, doing business
as HEAVY WRECEER SERVICE, 6510
Frisco Street, Houston, Tex. 77022. Ap-
plicant’s reprezentative: Joe G. Fender,
802 Houston First Savings Building,
Houston, Tex. 77002. Authority souzht
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irrezular routes, transport-~
ing: Operable motor vehicles (excluding
mobile homes), by towing In emergency
service, for the purpose of replacement
of or substitutfon for wrecked or dis-
abled vehicles, between points In Texas,
Loulslana, New Mexico, and Arkansas.
Nozre: If a hearing iIs deemed necessary,
'z;ppucant requests it be held at Houston,

ex.

Moror CARRIZE OF PASSENGEES

No. MC 82007 (Sub-No. 1), filed
May 26, 1967. Applicant: SAMUEL
COOPER GREGG, Yorklyn, Del. 82007.
Applicant’s representative: Francis W.
XMcInerny, 1000 16th Street NVW7., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20036. Authority sousht to
operate as a common carrier, by mofor
vehicle, over frrezular routes, transport-
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ing: Passengers and their baggage, in
charter service, from Wilmington, Del,,
and points in Delaware within 10 miles
of Wilmington to New York, N.Y., and
Stratford, Conn. Nortg: If a hearing is
deemed necessary, applicant requests it
be held at Wilmington, Del., or Phila-
delphia, Pa.

APPLICATIONS IN WHICH HANDLING WITH~
00T ORAL HEARING HAVE BEEN REQUESTED

No. MC 19227 (Sub-No. 118), filed
May 25, 1967. Applicant: LEONARD
BROS. TRUCKING CO.,, INC. 2595
Northwest 20th Street, Miami, Fla. 33152.
Applicant’s representative: J. Fred Dew-
hurst, Post Office Box 602, Miami, Fla.
33152, Authority sought to operate as &
commaon carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Air-
plane parts, supplies, machinery, and
equipment, and (2) components, sup-
plies, machinery, and equipment used in
manufacture of airplanes, between points
in New York on the one hand, and on
the other, points in Florida.

No. MC 32779 (Sub-No. D, filed May
29, 1967. Applicant: SILVER EAGLE
COMPANY, a corporation, Northwest
57th and St. Helens Road, Portland,
Oreg. 97210. Applicant’s representative;
‘William B. Adams, 624 Pacific Building,
Portland, Oreg. 97204. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular routes, transport-
Ing: General commodities except house-
hold goods as defined by the Conmmis-
sion and office furniture, uncrated, to
serve Longview, Wash., as an off-route
point in connection with is presently au~
thorized regular route operations be-
tween Portland, Oreg., and Seattle,
‘Wash., over U.S. Highway 99. NoTE: Ap-
plicant can presently serve Longview as
a contiguous city to Kelso, Wash. The
purpose of this instant application is to
serve the area beyond the corporation
limits of Longview but within its com-
mercial zone,

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. 212), filed
May 25, 1967. Applicant: C & H TRANS-
PORTATION CO., INC., 1935 West
Commerce Street, Dallas, Tex., 75222.
Applicant’s representative: W. T. Brun-
son, 419 Northwest Sixth Street, Okla-
homa City, Okla. 73102. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Cement asbestos pipe or conduit and
couplings, rings, or fittings, from the
plantsite of Johns-Manville Products,
Corp., at or near Marrero, La., to points
in Arizona and New Mexico. NoOTE:
Applicant states that no duplicating
authority is being sought.

By the Commission.

[sEaLl H. N1, GARSON,
Secretary.
[F.R. Doc. 67-6632; Filed, June 14, 196T;

8:45 aam.]

NOTICES

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS
FOR RELIEF

. JUNE 12, 1967.
Protests to the granting of an applica-
tion must be prepared In accordance
with Rule 1.40 of the general rules of
practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within
15 days from the date of publication of
this notice in the FEPERAL REGISTER.

LONG-AND-SHORT HAUL

FSA No. 41048—Sugar from Houston
and Sugar Land, Tez. Filed by South-
western Freight Bureau, agent (No. B—
8984), for interested rail carriers. Rates
on beet or cane sugar, in carloads, as de-
scribed in the application, from Houston
and Sugar Land, Tex., to Burlington and
Milwaukee, Wis.

Grounds for relief—Market compe-
tition.

Tariff—Supplement 71 to Southwest-
ern Freight Bureau, agent, tariff ICC
4514,

FSA No. 41049—Iron or steel articles
to Blakely, Ala. Filed by O. W. South, Jr.,
agent (No. A5040), for Interested rail
carriers. Rates on iron or steel angles,
bars, or rods, noibn, beams, channels,
plates, floor, and plates, structural,
noibn, in carloads, from Alton, East St.
Louis, Federal, Chicago, South Chicago,
Joliet, I1l., and Gary and Indiana Harbor,
Ind., to Blakely, Ala.

Grounds for relief-—Rate relationship.

Tariffs—Supplement 101 to Southern
Freight Association, agent, tariff ICC S-
502, and supplement 40 to Illinois Freight
Association, agent, tariff ICC 1085.

By the Commission.

[seAL] H. Ne1r. GARSON,
Secretary.

[F.R. Doc. 67-6746; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:49 a.m.]

[Notice 408]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

JUNE 12, 1967,

The following are notices of filing of
applications for t{emporary authority
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate
Commerce Act provided for under the
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC 67 (49
CFR Part 340), published in the FEpERAL
REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effective
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that
protests to the granting of an application
must be filed with the field official named
in the FEpErar, REGISTER publication,
within 15 calendar days after the date of
notice of the filing of the application is
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER. One
copy of such protest must be served on
the applicant, or its authorized repre-
sentative, if any, and the protests must
certify that such service has been made.
The protests must be specific as to the

service which such protestants can and
will offer, and must consist of & signed
original and six copies.

A copy of the application is on file, and
can be examined at the Office of the Sec-
retary, Inferstate Commerce Commisg~
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in the
field office to which protests are to be
transmitted.

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 42227 (Sub-No. 2 TA), {iled
June 8, 1967. Applicant: BEKINS VAN
AND STORAGE, INC., 25 East Mason
Street, Post Office Box 308, Santa
Barbara, Calif, 93102, Applicant’s repre«
sentative: Frederick H, Duffey (same
address as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Household goods, as described in
ICC Ex Parte MC-19, between points in
Santa Barbara, San Luls Obispo, and
Ventura Counties, Calif.; with duplica~
tion of present certificates ellminated;
for 180 days. Supporting shippers:
American Ensign Van Service, Inc., Post
Office Box 2270, Wilmington, Calif.
90744; Getz Bros. & Co., Inc,, Post Office
Box 2230, Wilmington, Calif.; Richard-
son Transfer & Storage Co., Inc., 940
South Santa Fe Avenue, Compton, Calif.;
and Von Der Ahe Van Lines, Inc., 600
Rudder Avenue, Fenton, Mo. 63026.
Send protests to: John E. Nance, Dlg-
trict Supervisor, Bureau of Operatiuns,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Room
7708, Federal Building, 300 North Log
Angeles Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 90012,
Norte: Applicant states that 1t intends to
tack with its authority in MC 42227 at
Santa Barbara, Cailf., wherein 1t 1s au-
thorized to transport household goods in
radial operations between Santa Barbara
and points within 30 miles thereof on the
one hand, and, on the other, points In
the Los Angeles and Los Angeles Harbor
commercial zones.

No. MC 108460 (Sub-No. 25 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: PETROLEUM
CARRIERS COMPANY, a corporation,
5104 West 14th Street, Box 762, Sloux
Falls, S. Dak. 57106. Applicant’s repre-
sentative: E. A. Hutchinson, 420 Security
Bank Building, Sioux City, Jowa 51101,
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir«
regular routes, transporting: Chemicals
and fertilizers, from Port Neal, Towa,
industrial complex and Big Soo Terminal
and the plantsite of, and warehouses and
storage facilities utilized by Terra In-
ternational, Inc., American Cynamid Co.,
and Monsanto Co., located in Woodbury
County, Iowa, and Dakota County,
Nebr., to points in Arkansas, Colorado,
Ilinois, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Okla-
homa, South Dakota, Wisconsin, and
Wyoming; for 180 days. Supporting
shipper; Terra Chemicals International,
Ine., Port Neal, Jowa (L. R. Garaghty,
Traffic Manager). Send protests to:
J. L. Hammond, District Supervisor, Bu-
reau of Operations, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Room 369, Federal Build-
ing, Pierre, S. Dak. 57501.
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No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 834 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: CHEMICAL
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., 520 East
Lancaster Avenue, Downingtown, Pa.
19335. Applicant’s representative: Edwin
H. van Deusen (same address as above).
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Vinegar, in
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Schoharie,
N.Y., to Fair Lawn, N.J.; for 150 days.
Supporting shipper: Hinze & Holsten,
Schoharie, N.Y. 12157. Send protests to:
Peter R. Guman, District Supervisor,
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, 900 U.S. Custom-
house, Second and Chestnut Streets,
Philadelphia, Pa. 19106.

No. MC 119226 (Sub-No. 62 TA), filed
June 7, 196%7. . Applicant: LIQUID
TRANSPORT CORP., 3901 Madison Ave-
nue, Indianapolis, Ind. 46227. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Vinegar, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from Indianapolis, Ind., to
Iouisville, Ky.; for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Indiana Vinegar Co., Inc., 2001
Rembrandt Street, Indianapolis, Ind.
46202. Send protests to: R. M. Hagarty,
Distriet Supervisor, Bureau of Opera-

“tions, Interstate Commerce Commission,
802 Century Building, 36 South Pennsyl-
vania Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204.

No. MC 119777 (Sub-No. 76 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: LIGON SPE-
CIALIZED HAULER, INC, Post Office
Box I, Madisonville, Ky. 42431. Appli-
cant’s represenfative: Louis J. Amato,
Central Building, 1033 State Street,

. Bowling Green, Ky. 42101. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Truck bodies and parts
thereof, from the plantsite of Midwest
Body & Manufacturing Division of The
Electrographic Corp., near Paris, 11, to
points in California, Oregon, and Wash-
ington; for 180 days. Supporting shipper:
Stuart C. Japinga, Trafiic Manager, Mid-
west Body & Manufacturing Division of
The Electrographic Corp., Paris, Il
61944. Send protests to: Wayne L. Meri~
Iatt, District Supervisor, Bureau of Oper-
ations, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, 426 Post Office Building, Louisville,
Ky.40202. *

No. MC 124109 (Sub-No. 6 TA), filed
June 7, 1967. Applicant: B.F.C. TRANS-

" PORTATION, INC. 950 Shaver Road

NE., Post Office Box 985, Cedar Raplds,

Towa 52406. Applicant’s representative:

William A. Landau, 1307 East Walnub

Street, Des Moines, Towa 50306. Authority

sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Corrugated shipping con-
tainers, knocked down, from Cedar Rap-
ids, Towa, to Hartford, Wis.; for 180 days.

Supporting shipper: Weyerhaeuser Co.,
100 South Wacker Drive, Chicago, Il
60606. Send protests to: Charles C. Big-

gers, District Supervisor, Bureau of

Operations, Interstate Commerce Com-~

mission, 332 Federal Building, Daven-

port, Towa 52801,

NOTICES

No. MC 125534 (Sub-No. 4 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applcant: FELIX FRAS-
SATO, INC., Box 882, Mount Vernon,
1. 62864. Applicant’s reprecentative:
Delmar O. Koebel, 107 West St. Louls
Street, Lebanon, I, 62254, Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Unfinished lumber, includ-~
ing but not limited to ireated and un-
treated post, pallets, skids, blocking,
mats, ties, staves, and stave headings,
from points in Illinois in and south of
Madison, Bond, Fayette, Efingham, Jas-
per, and Crawior@ Countles, 1., to
points in Ohilo, Wisconsin, Indiana, and
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan, and
NMemphis, Tenn.; for 120 days. Support-
ing shippers: Clarence Brickey, Hard-
wood Lumber, Mount Vernon, I1l. 62604;
Michigan Industrial Hardwood Co., 1851
Front Street, Box 612, Whiting, Ind.;
and Hardwood Lumber Corp., 1650 Hal-
sted Street, Chicago Helghts, I1l. 60412,
Send protests to: Harold Joliff, District
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Room 476,
325 West Adams Street, Springfield, 1L
62704.

No. MC 127930 (Sub-No. 1 'TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: SANDERS
TRANSFER COMPANY, 3120 South Ta-
coma Way, Tacoma, Wash. 98408. Appli-
cant’s representative: R. G. Peterson
(same address as above). Authority
sought to operate as & common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Household goods, os de-
fined by the Commission, between points
in Pierce, Thurston, Kitsap, and King
Counties, Wash.; restricted to shipments
having a prior or subsequent movement
beyond such countles, in containers, and
further restricted to pickup and deliv-
ery service incldental to and in connec-
tion with packing, crating, and contain-
erization, or unpacking, uncrating, and
decontainerization of such sghipments;
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Trans
Ocean Van Service, Post Office Box 7331,
Long Beach, Calif. 90307. Send protests
to: E. J. Casey, District Supervisor,
Bureau of Operations, 6130 Arcade
Building, Seattle, Wash. 98101,

No. MC 128044 (Sub-No. 3 TA), filed
June 7, 1967. Applicant: H. J. TENSEN,
doing business as PAR TROY TRANS-
PORTATION, 140 Littleton Road, Par-
sippany Troy Hills, N.J. 07054. Appli-
cant’s representative: Charles J. Wil-
liams, 47 Lincoln Park, Newark, N.J.
07102. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Aquar-
iums, uncrated, and aquarium parts, cc-
cessories, and supplics, for the account of
Bader Industries, Inc., of Pine Broolk,
N.J., from Pine Brook, N.J., to points in
Arkansas, Illinols, Indiana, Yowa, Kansas,
Michigan, Missourl, Nebraska, Minne-
sota, Oklahoma, Ohlo, Pennsylvania, and
‘Wisconsin; for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Bader Industries, Inc,, Chain
Bridge Road, Pine Brook, N.J. 07058
(Harold Bader, President) . Send protests
to: Joel Morrows, District Supervisor,
Bureau of Operatlons, Interstate Com-

8619

merce Commicsfon, 1060 Broad Strect,
Newarls, N.J. 07102

No. MC 128902 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: SCEOENEGGE,
INC., Route 20 B, Box 523, Norwalk, Ohio
44857. Applicant’s reprezentatives: San-
born, Brandon, and Duvall, 810 Hartman
Building, Columbus, Ohio 43215. Author-
ity sought to operate as a contract car-
ricr, by motor vehicle, over irrezular
routes, transporting: (1) Truck eab as-
semblies, from Norwalls, Ohlo, to Allen-~
town, Pa., and ports of entry on the infer-
national boundary line between the
United States and Canada, at Bufialo
and Niagara Falls, N.Y.; and (2) fruck
cab assembly parts, from York and
Scranton, Pa., and Buffalo, N.Y., to Nor-
wall:, Ohlo; for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Superior Coach Corp., Norwalz
Divislon, Norwallk, Ohio 44857. Send
protests to: Keith D. Warner, District
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, 5234 Fed-
eral Office Bullding, 234 Summit Street,
‘Toledo, Ohio 43604.

No. MC 123036 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
June 8, 1967. Applicant: DUANE STO-
VER AND EUGENE STOVER, doinz
business as STOVER BROS. TRUCKING
COMPANY, Post Office Box 232, Elburn,
Nl 60119. Applicant’s representative:
J. L. Nickels, 203 East Railroad Street,
Sandwich, Nl. Authority souzht to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irrezular routes, transporting:
Unsalted and salted green animal hides,
from Elburn, Hebron, and North Aurora,
1., to Cudahy, Wis.; for 150 days. Sup-
porting shippar: Cudahy Tanning Co.,
5043 South Packard Avenue, Cudzhy,
Wis. 53110. Send protests to: William E.
Gallarher, District Supervisor, Bureau of
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Room 1436, 219 South Dearborn
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60604.

No. 1IC 129148 TA, filed June 8, 1967.
Applicant: RAY F. MIRR, Post Office
Box 171, Princeton, Wis. 54968. Appli-
cant’s reprezentative: Edward Solie, Ex-
ecutive Bullding, Suite 100, 4513 Vernon
Boulevard, Madison, Wis. 53705. Author-
ity sousht to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irrezular
routes, transporting: Bean harvesters
(mechanical bearn harvesting machin-
ery), between poinfs In Wisconsin, Ii-
nois, and Indiana; for 180 days. Resfric-
tion: Restricted to a fransporfation
service to b2 performed under a continu-
ing confract, or confracts, with Califor-
nia Packing Corp., Midwest Division,
Rochelle, Ill. Supporting shipper: Cali-
fornia Packing Corp., Midwest Division,
Post Office Box 89, Rochelle, IIl. 61068,
Send protests fo: Charles W. Buckner,
District Supervisor, Bureau of Opera-
tions, Inferstate Commerce Commission,
214 North Hamilton Street, Madison,
Wis. 53703.

By the Commission.

[spAL) H. NeIL GARsSO,
Secretary.

[PR. Doc. 67-6747; Filed, June 14, 1867;
8:49 am.]
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[Notice 1538]

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

JUNE 12, 1967.

Application filed for temporary au-
thority under section 210(a) (b) in con-
nection with transfer application under
section 212(b) and Transfer Rules, 49
CFR Part 279:

No. MC-FC-69744. By application filed
June 9, 1967, BOWARD MOVING &
STORAGE, INC., Post Office Box 244,
Staunton, Va., seeks temporary authority
to lease the operating rights of MEAD-

- OWS TRANSFER, INC. 188 Charles
Street, Harrisonburg, Va., under section
210a(b). 'The transfer to BOWARD
MOVING & STORAGE, INC., of the op-
erating rights of MEADOWS TRANS-
FER, INC., is presently pending.

[sEAL] H. NEIT, GARSON,
Secretary.
[FR. Doc. 67-6748; Filed, June 14, 1967;
8:49 a.n.]
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